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Comment Letter I201 (Patricia Boettcher, April 18, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I201 (Patricia Boettcher, April 18, 2010) 

I201-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

The Authority disagrees that impacts and mitigation measures were 
not properly investigated.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of a first-tier, programmatic environmental review 
process examining the impacts of 21 network alternatives at a broad 
level of detail. 

I201-2 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I201-3 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant and unavoidable impacts to the physical 
environment.  The Final Program EIR identified mitigation strategies 
to address these impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, 
the Final Program EIR discloses that regardless of alternative 
selected, significant adverse environmental impacts are anticipated, 
though the scale and location of these impacts may differ between 
alternatives.  Accordingly, a change in the alternative selected would 
reduce or eliminate impacts to views along a particular alignment but 
would not eliminate altogether the impacts of constructing and/or 
implementing the HST system.  

I201-4 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant and unavoidable impacts to the physical 
environment.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies to address 
these impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR 
discloses that regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse 
environmental impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location 
of these impacts may differ between alternatives.  Accordingly, a 
change in the alternative selected would reduce or eliminate impacts 
to trees and vegetation along a particular alignment but would not 
eliminate altogether the impacts of constructing and/or 
implementing the HST system.  

I201-5 
The Authority disagrees with the comment that an alternative route 
or project modification is required to avoid public safety dangers.  
Chapter 1 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR addresses safety for 
major modes of transportation.  The evidence shows that the fully 
grade separated HST systems in Europe and Japan have the lowest 
fatality rates (0 fatalities) of all modes.  The HST project under 
consideration in the Bay Area to Central Valley Program EIR includes 
grade separations that will eliminate existing at-grade crossings of 
rail and local traffic.  The HST project is therefore anticipated to 
improve safety for pedestrians, automobiles, commuter rail, and 
freight rail compared to existing conditions. 

I201-6 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
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circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

I201-7 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.   
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Comment Letter I202 (Bonnie Biorn, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I202 (Bonnie Biorn, April 26, 2010) 

I202-1 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material and the original 2008 Bay 
Area to Central Valley Program EIR involve a programmatic level of 
detail.  A site specific noise and vibration analysis and evaluation of 
potential impacts on trees and vegetation will be part of subsequent 
project-level EIR/EISs.  The Authority will consider the comment as 
part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes. See also Standard 
Response 6 regarding property values. 

I202-2 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.  See 
also Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I203 (Morris Brown, April 22, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I203 (Morris Brown, April 22, 2010) 

I203-1 
Background information acknowledged. 

I203-2 
The Authority disagrees that limiting the scope of comments to the 
2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material is inappropriate.  The 
Authority requested that members of the public focus their 
comments on the new information and analysis contained in the 
Revised Draft EIR Material and stated that the Authority’s legal 
obligation extended to responding only to those comments related to 
the new materials.  The Authority's request is based on CEQA 
Guidelines section 15088.5, applicable to situations like the current 
one where a lead agency must revise and recirculate only a portion 
of a prior Final EIR.  The current EIR process is specifically intended 
to comply with the judgment from the Town of Atherton litigation 
and that judgment found that only those issues in the revised 
materials required further CEQA compliance.   

I203-3 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives. 

I203-4 
We acknowledge UPRR's rights under the trackage rights agreement 
with the PCJPB.  The trackage rights agreement is noted in Chapter 
3 of the Revised Draft Program EIR.  Page 3-3 has been clarified in 
the 2010 Revised Final Program EIR Material to identify UPRR's 
rights to conduct intercity passenger rail.  See also Standard 
Response 9 regarding equipment compatibility.     

I203-5 
Comment noted. The  need to use the Monterey Highway corridor 
originated because UPRR has stated its unwillingness to allow use of 
its right-of-way. The proposal to reduce Monterey Highway from six 
to four lanes for the purpose of accommodating the proposed HST 
project is supported by both the City of San Jose and Caltrans. 
Detailed traffic analysis at the project-level EIR/EIS will evaluate the 
impacts due to reduction in lanes of Monterey Highway. Future 
traffic operations on Monterey Highway and any other affected 
roadways will be evaluated to determine the potential traffic impacts 
due to the proposed modification of the highway. Potential for traffic 
congestion to change or disrupt access or circulation of emergency 
vehicles will also be evaluated.   Feasible mitigation measures will 
also be discussed at the project-level. 

I203-6 
 See Standard Response 7. 

I203-7 
See Response to Comment 1052-5 regarding construction. 

I203-8 
See Response to Comment 1052-5 regarding construction. 
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Comment Letter I204 (Sylvia B. Elliman, April 24, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I204 (Sylvia B. Elliman, April 24, 2010) 

I204-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

I204-2 
The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.  See also Standard Response 10 
regarding alternatives. 

I204-3 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.  See 
also Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 
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Response to Letter I205 (Robert Enslow, April 25, 2010) 

I205-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

I205-2 
The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.  See also Standard Response 10 
regarding alternatives. 

I205-3 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.  See 
also Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I206 (Kit Fleming, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I206 (Kit Fleming, April 26, 2010) 

I206-1 
See Response to Comment I011-13. 

I206-2 
A ranking of alignments in terms of seismic hazards and potential for 
surface rupture (Active and Potentially Active Fault Crossings) is 
provided in Chapter 3.13, Geology of the 2008 Final Program EIR 
allowing for a comparison of relative potential impacts.    Design 
practices are provided in Chapter 3.13.4 and mitigation strategies 
are provided in 3.13.5, including mitigation for construction and 
operation over an active fault.  As described in the 2008 Final 
Program EIR, the HST alignments would not cross the Calaveras 
Fault in a tunnel for the Pacheco Pass Alignments, but would cross in 
tunnel for the Altamont Alignments. 

Section 3.13.3 states:  “To cross this fault line in tunnel would 
require additional design and mitigation work to address safety 
issues.  Alternatively, to meet the Authority’s objective of crossing 
major fault zones at grade, as noted in Chapter 2, would require 
redesign and realignment of the Altamont Alignment alternatives and 
would result in increased environmental impacts, as well as 
increased travel times for the Altamont alignment alternatives.  
Overall, the alignment alternatives are ranked high in this corridor 
with respect to both seismic hazards and fault rupture.” 

Mitigation strategies in this section of the 2008 Final Program EIR 
state: 

“The following mitigation strategies can be refined and applied at the 
project-specific level and will reduce this impact: 

 Install early warning systems triggered by strong ground motion 
associated with ground rupture, such as linear monitoring 
systems (TDRs) along major highways and rail lines within the 
zone of potential rupture to provide early warnings and allow 
temporary control of rail and automobile traffic to avoid and 
reduce risks.  

 Avoid active faults to the extent possible.  Where avoidance is 
not possible, cross active faults at grade and perpendicular to 
the fault line, whenever possible.   Where tunnel use is 
necessary across an active fault, assure safety through advanced 
tunnel design and fire/life/safety systems, or pursue further 
design and alignment variations to allow crossing at grade or on 
aerial structures.” 

See Standard Response 3. 

I206-3 
More detailed information and analysis of noise, vibration, visual, 
and community impacts and mitigation will be included in project-
level EIR/EISs.  The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded its July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.  See Standard Response 3.     

I206-4 
We acknowledge the comment expressing concern about 
derailments.  Safety is of utmost concern to the Authority and the 
high-speed train system is being designed to comply with all 
applicable safety standards.  As explained in the 2008 Final Program 
EIR, international experience with high-speed train systems 
demonstrates that they are one of the safest travel modes world 
wide.  The comment refers to the derailment of a German Intercity 
Express Train near Eschede, Germany in 1998.  That accident 
occurred at conventional rail speeds (125 mph), on an historical rail 
line rebuilt after World War II, at an overhead road bridge whose 
Cold War design put supports just 10 feet from the edge of the 
tracks.  That design is not similar to the Japanese Shinkansen, 
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Spanish AVE, French TGV, or current US rail engineering standards 
that will be used for California's electrified, fully grade-separated 
high-speed train system. 

I206-5 
This comment expresses concerns about potential property 
acquistions (neighborhoods and parks), impacts to quality of life, and 
impacts to wildlife habitats, asking how much acquisition will be 
necessary.   See Standard Response 2 regarding the tiered EIR 
process and Standard Response 3 regarding the level of detail for 
impacts analysis and mitigation in the program-level EIR.  Detailed 
analysis at the project-level EIR/EIS will evaluate property and 
habitat impacts resulting from all phases of the project construction 
and operation.  Feasible mitigation measures will also be discussed 
at the project-level.  See also Standard Respponse 6 regarding the 
requirements of CEQA and quality of life impacts. 

I206-6 
Comment acknowledged.  See Standard Response 4. 

I206-7 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA. 
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Comment Letter I207 (Sally Freelen, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I207 (Sally Freelen, April 25, 2010) 

I207-1 
Comments noted. As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 
Final Program EIR, the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be 
primarily within an existing active commuter and freight rail corridor 
and therefore would not constitute any new physical or psychological 
barriers that would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, 
individuals, or community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted 
in a finding of no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  
In addition, construction of grade separations where none previously 
existing would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.  
The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade between San Francisco and San 
Jose.  Although the Authority has rescinded its July 2008 program 
decision, the commitment to examine profile alternatives has been 
carried forward into the project level alternatives screening. 

I207-2 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Outreach was not one of 
those topics.  Please see Chapter 10, Public and Agency 
Involvement, in the 2008 Final Program EIR. The Authority 
conducted scoping activities for the Bay Area to Central Valley HST 
Draft Program EIR/EIS including meetings in San Jose, San Francisco 
and four other cities.  The Authority held a total of eight public 
hearings, including in San Jose and San Francisco to present the 
Draft Program EIR/EIS and to receive public comments between 
August 23, 2007 and September 26, 2007. 

The Authority has endeavored to provide the broadest possible 
notice of the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  Notification 
was provided in 8 newspapers including the San Francisco Examiner 
and San Jose Mercury News. A Notice of Availability and Notice of a 
Public Meeting postcard was further distributed to over 50,000 
individuals identified as part of on-going project-level engineering 

and environmental studies.  The Revised Draft Program EIR Material 
and a Notice of Availability and of a Public Meetings was also made 
available to 16 libraries for public viewing.  Two public meetings 
were held on April 7, 2010 in San Jose on the Revised Draft Program 
EIR. If the Authority proceeds with a network alternative that 
involves Menlo Park at the project level, the Authority will continue 
its efforts at public outreach in the  area.      

I207-3 
 See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I207-4 
This comment expresses concerns about a number of issues, 
generally at the project level of detail, such as construction impacts, 
school routes, traffic patterns, acquisition of land, grade separations, 
access routes.   See Standard Response 2 regarding the tiered EIR 
process and Standard Response 3 regarding the level of detail for 
impacts analysis and mitigation in the program-level EIR.  Detailed 
analysis at the project-level EIR/EIS will impacts resulting from all 
phases and components of the project construction and operation.  
Feasible mitigation measures will also be discussed at the project-
level.  

I207-5 
Four tacks were depicted along the Caltrain corridor in the Program 
EIR.  For information on how they could be utilized, please see 
Response L003-46. 

I207-6 
The 2008 Final Program EIR assumed that Caltrain and HST would 
remain within the existing right-of-way at most locations, meaning 
that trees outside the right-of-way would not be removed, although 
some trimming could be required for vegetation intruding on the 
right-of-way. If there is a need to acquire adjacent properties for 
locations where the current Caltrain right-of-way is not wide enough 
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to accommodate the addition of HST, replacement landscaping could 
likely be established outside the area required for rail operations. 
This landscaping could replace that removed for the project. In 
locations where existing trees are located within Caltrain right-of-
way, design and engineering undertaken as part of the project-level 
EIR/EIS will determine if they are located where they cause no 
interference with the future rail operations. The Authority can work 
to mitigate the visual impacts of its implementation to reduce the 
visual impacts to the communities on the Peninsula. 

I207-7 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA. 
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Response to Letter I208 (Don Gralnek, April 23, 2010) 

I208-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

The Authority disagrees that impacts and mitigation measures were 
not properly investigated.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of a first-tier, programmatic environmental review 
process examining the impacts of 21 network alternatives at a broad 
level of detail. 

The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded its July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and 
trench options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening 
for project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website.  

See Standard Response 3. 

More detailed information and analysis of noise, visual, and 
community mpacts and mitigation will be included in project-level 
EIR/EISs.  See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I208-2 
More detailed information and analysis of noise, vibration, visual, 
and community impacts and mitigation will be included in project-
level EIR/EISs.  The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST 
project would result in significant impacts to the physical 

environment.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies to address 
these impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR 
discloses that regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse 
environmental impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location 
of these impacts may differ between alternatives.   See Standard 
Responses 3 and 5. 

I208-3 
The air along the right-of-way should be of higher quality after the 
implementation of the project. The HST project could remove cars 
off of roadways, enhance local circulation with grade separations, 
and use electrically-powered trains that could result in an overall 
improvement of air quality. It is also assumed that Caltrain would 
switch from diesel-powered trains to electrically-powered trains, so 
air quality would be improved. During construction, all equipment 
can be required to meet the latest clean air standards. And, as the 
project could eliminate all roadway grade crossings, the pollution 
from cars idling at closed railway crossings to let the train pass could 
be eliminated. All these elements could reduce air quality emissions.  
Stone Pine Lane is currently lined with mature trees that screen the 
light reaching the street from the northeast.   

I208-4 
The 2008 Final Program EIR looked at the visual impacts of the HST 
operating on a retained fill in the area of Menlo Park. This program-
level visual analysis is relative to that alignment alternative, as 
shown in Appendix 2D, Sheet CC 4 of 6. Alternative configurations 
are now under study as part of the project-level EIR/EIS, including 
underground options.  

I208-5 
The quantification of a precise number of trees to be removed as 
part of the HST project is beyond the scope of the program EIR 
process. Evaluating various alignment feasibilities relative to tree 
preservation would be unorthodox and do little to capture the overall 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-601

 
 

merits of alternatives. Analysis of local ordinances will occur as part 
of the project-level EIR/EIS process. 

I208-6 
See Response to Comments I005-7 and I006-8. 

I208-7 
A detailed discussion of potential operations along the Caltrain 
Corridor is beyond the scope of the program EIR.  See Standard 
Response 9 discussing safety considerations related to high-speed 
trains and freight trains. 

I208-8 
Comment noted. Potential impacts due to street encroachments or 
permanent and temporary (construction-related) road closures  on 
roadway traffic Level of Service and accessibility will be evaluated in 
the project-level traffic impact analysis study. The results of this 
study will be documented in a project-level EIR/EIS. 

I208-9 
 See Response to Comment 1003-14 regarding construction. 

I208-10 
The Authority disagrees and does not believe that additional revision 
and recirculation is necessary to fully comply with the court 
judgment and CEQA.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

The Authority is circulating the Revised Draft Program EIR Material 
to comply with the judgment in the Town of Atherton case.  The EIR 
at issue is a first-tier, program EIR that is intended to support the 
Authority's selection of an overall network alternative for connecting 
the HST system between the San Francisco Bay Area and the Central 
Valley, which will be carried forward into more detailed 
environmental analysis at the second-tier, or project-level.  As a 
program EIR, the document addresses environmental impacts at a 
general level of detail.  In some instances, the type of impact 
analysis demanded cannot be undertaken until project-level design 
and engineering provide more information about the project itself, 
and also the project's impacts and ways to mitigate those impacts. 
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Comment Letter I209 (Linda Hawkins, April 4, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I209 (Linda Hawkins, April 4, 2010) 

I209-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

I209-2 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.  The May 2008 
Final Program EIR identified general mitigation strategies to avoid or 
minimize significant environmental impacts.  Mitigation strategies are 
general methods of avoiding and minimizing impacts that can refined 
and tailored to project specific circumstances at the next tier of 
environmental review.  The Authority will consider adopting these 
strategies when it makes a new program-level decision.   

I209-3 
Impacts do not correlate directly to density. There were significant 
impacts identified for the bay crossing between the Peninsula and 
East Bay where there is no development. A wide range of impacts 
are considered in an environmental document, not just impacts to 
human habitat. Equating the density of development or economic 
activity along various corridors will not proffer an adequate measure 
of overall impact. 
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Comment Letter I210 (Deborah Helming, April 22, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I210 (Deborah Helming, April 2, 2010) 

I210-1 
See Responses to Comments 1017-4 and O018-9. 

I210-2 
In developing demographic profiles, it is professional practice (and 
also practiced by most State Departments of Transportation and 
Metropolitan Planning Organizations) to identify environmental 
justice communities by using a threshold level for percentage of 
minority and low-income individuals within a given geographic area.   
The percentage thresholds  in the Program EIR were used to identify 
locations within the study area where there were higher than 
average concentrations of environmental justice communities as 
compared to the  surrounding study area,  city and/or county as a 
whole.  In addition, the Program EIR evaluated size and type of 
right-of-way needed for the alignment alternatives and proximity to 
environmental justice populations.  These factors provide a 
reasonable indication of where potential benefits or disproportionate 
impacts to minority and low-income populations would be most likely 
to occur.  Because this is a program-level document, the analysis 
considered the potential for environmental justice impacts on a 
broad scale.  Additional analysis and public outreach  will take place 
during project-level investigations to identify minority and low-
income individuals including any dispersed locations of these 
populations and to consider potential localized disproportionately 
high and adverse effects.  See also Standard Response 3. 

I210-3 
Comments received are responded in this response to comments and 
in the Revised Final Program EIR.  The Authority disagrees that the 
document needs to be recirculated.  Please see Standard Responses 
2, 3, and 10. 
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Comment Letter I211 (David John, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I211 (David John, April 25, 2010) 

I211-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

The Authority disagrees that impacts and mitigation measures were 
not properly investigated.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of a first-tier, programmatic environmental review 
process examining the impacts of 21 network alternatives at a broad 
level of detail. 

I211-2 
See Standard Response 3.  More detailed information and analysis of 
vibration impacts and mitigation will be included in project-level 
EIR/EISs.  This analysis will include  cumulative impacts from 
existing and proposed vibration sources. 

I211-3 
See Standard Response 3.  More detailed information and analysis of 
noise impacts and mitigation will be included in project-level 
EIR/EISs.  This analysis will include  cumulative impacts from 
existing and proposed noise sources. 

I211-4 
The analysis of the visual impacts at the program level and 
documented in Chapter 3.9 of the 2008 Final Program EIR, including 
loss of trees, relied on measurements taken from aerial photos. It 
was determined that the existing right-of-way through Atherton and 

Northern Menlo Park was approximately the same width as the right-
of-way just north of Atherton where there are currently four tracks. 
Observation from the right-of-way determined that most mature 
trees, if not all, are outside the right-of-way.  A detailed analysis will 
be undertaken as part of the project-level EIR/EIS. 

I211-5 
Comment acknowledged. The safety considerations in system design 
are described in the Chapter 2 of the 2008 Final Program EIR.  The 
high-speed train system will be fully grade separated.  System 
design includes a fully access controlled guideway with intrusion 
monitoring systems. 

I211-6 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA. 
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Comment Letter I212 (Noble Johnson, April 18, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I212 (Noble Johnson, April 18, 2010) 

I212-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

I212-2 
See Standard Response 3.     

More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  The HST 
system will need to be completely grade separated on the peninsula 
corridor, eliminating both the train horn noise and the bell noise 
from the grade-crossing protection devices.  

I212-3 
The 2008 Final Program EIR depicts HST running on a retained fill 
through Menlo Park. This is shown in Appendix 2D, Sheet CC 4 of 6. 
The program-level engineering identifies the height of the fill would 
be up to approximately 15 feet tall. While the view at Oak Grove 
Avenue could be obscured, the height of the HST is approximately 
that of the surrounding buildings in downtown Menlo Park.  

I212-4 
The 2008 Final Program EIR assumed that Caltrain and HST would 
remain within the existing right-of-way at most locations, meaning 
that trees outside the right-of-way would not be removed, although 
some trimming could be required for vegetation intruding on the 
right-of-way. If there is a need to acquire adjacent properties for 

locations where the current Caltrain right-of-way is not wide enough 
to accommodate the addition of HST, replacement landscaping could 
likely be established outside the area required for rail operations. 
This landscaping could replace that removed for the project. In 
locations where existing trees are located within Caltrain right-of-
way, design and engineering undertaken as part of the project-level 
EIR/EIS will determine if they are located where they cause no 
interference with the future rail operations. The Authority can work 
to mitigate the visual impacts of its implementation to reduce the 
visual impacts to the communities on the Peninsula. 

I212-5 
This comment addresses potential impacts to community character 
and cohesion and public safety in Menlo Park.  Comment 
acknowledged.  The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST 
project would result in significant impacts to the physical 
environment.  The 21 network alternatives studied in the EIR each 
involve adverse environmental impacts, along with substantial 
project benefits.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies to address 
the adverse impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the 
EIR discloses that regardless of alternative selected, significant 
adverse environmental impacts are anticipated, though the scale and 
location of these impacts may differ between alternatives. Additional 
site-specific analysis of community character and cohesion, public 
safety and other impacts will be conducted for the project-level 
EIR/EISs.  See also Standard Respponse 6 regarding the 
requirements of CEQA and quality of life impacts. 

I212-6 
Comment acknowledged. 

I212-7 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   
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The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

I212-8 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.   
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Comment Letter I213 (Lisa Lake, April 26, 2010) 

 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-614

 
 

Response to Letter I213 (Lisa Lake, April 26, 2010) 

I213-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

I213-2 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I213-3 
The Authority disagrees with the comment that an alternative route 
or project modification is required to avoid public safety dangers.  
Chapter 1 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR addresses safety for 
major modes of transportation.  The evidence shows that the fully 
grade separated HST systems in Europe and Japan have the lowest 
fatality rates (0 fatalities) of all modes.  The HST project under 
consideration in the Bay Area to Central Valley Program EIR includes 
grade separations that will eliminate existing at-grade crossings of 
rail and local traffic.  The HST project is therefore anticipated to 
improve safety for pedestrians, automobiles, commuter rail, and 
freight rail compared to existing conditions. 

I213-4 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA. 
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Comment Letter I214 (Lydia Lee, April 19, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I214 (Lydia Lee, April 19, 2010) 

I214-1 
This comment addresses potential impacts to communities within the 
Bay Area.  Comment acknowledged.  The 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified that the HST project would result in significant impacts to 
the physical environment.  The 21 network alternatives studied in 
the EIR each involve adverse environmental impacts, along with 
substantial project benefits.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies 
to address the adverse impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In 
addition, the EIR discloses that regardless of alternative selected, 
significant adverse environmental impacts are anticipated, though 
the scale and location of these impacts may differ between 
alternatives.  

I214-2 
See Standard Response 3.     

More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  This analysis 
will include  impacts at sensitive receivers, such as residences and 
parks. 

I214-3 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I215 (Suzan Liao, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I215 (Suzan Liao, April 26, 2010) 

I215-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

I215-2 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I215-3 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant and unavoidable impacts to the physical 
environment.  The Final Program EIR identified mitigation strategies 
to address these impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, 
the Final Program EIR discloses that regardless of alternative 
selected, significant adverse environmental impacts are anticipated, 
though the scale and location of these impacts may differ between 
alternatives.  Accordingly, a change in the alternative selected would 
reduce or eliminate impacts to views along a particular alignment but 
would not eliminate altogether the impacts of constructing and/or 
implementing the HST system.  

I215-4 
The 2008 Final Program EIR assumed that Caltrain and HST would 
remain within the existing right-of-way at most locations, meaning 
that trees outside the right-of-way would not be removed, although 
some trimming could be required for vegetation intruding on the 
right-of-way. If there is a need to acquire adjacent properties for 
locations where the current Caltrain right-of-way is not wide enough 
to accommodate the addition of HST, replacement landscaping could 
likely be established outside the area required for rail operations. 

This landscaping could replace that removed for the project. In 
locations where existing trees are located within Caltrain right-of-
way, design and engineering undertaken as part of the project-level 
EIR/EIS will determine if they are located where they cause no 
interference with the future rail operations. The Authority can work 
to mitigate the visual impacts of its implementation to reduce the 
visual impacts to the communities on the Peninsula and maintain the 
green space that the residents value so much. 

I215-5 
The safety considerations in system design are described in the 
Chapter 2 of the 2008 Final Program EIR.  The HST system will be 
designed as a fully access controlled guideway with intrusion 
monitoring systems. 

I215-6 
See Response to Comment I011-13. 

I215-7 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

I215-8 
Comment acknowledged.  We disagree that the ridership forecasts 
are overstated.  See Standard Response 4. 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-620

 
 

I215-9 
Comment acknowledged.  A "no action" alternative will be carried 
forward throughout the CEQA and NEPA processes. 

I215-10 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.   
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Comment Letter I216 (Martin Mazner, April 18, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I216 (Martin Mazner, April 18, 2010) 

I216-1 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives. 

I216-2 
See Response to Comment I085-4. 
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Comment Letter I217 (Susan McBain, April 4, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I217 (Susan McBain, April 4, 2010) 

I217-1 
This comment addresses potential impacts to communities within the 
Bay Area, particularly in Menlo Park, including noise, traffic, and 
construction impacts.  Comment acknowledged.  The 2008 Final 
Program EIR identified that the HST project would result in 
significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 21 network 
alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse environmental 
impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The EIR identified 
mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to the greatest 
extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that regardless of 
alternative selected, significant adverse environmental impacts are 
anticipated, though the scale and location of these impacts may 
differ between alternatives.  

I217-2 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.  The May 2008 
Final Program EIR identified general mitigation strategies to avoid or 
minimize significant environmental impacts.  Mitigation strategies are 
general methods of avoiding and minimizing impacts that can refined 
and tailored to project specific circumstances at the next tier of 
environmental review.  The Authority will consider adopting these 
strategies when it makes a new program-level decision.   

I217-3 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.  See 
also Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I218 (Stephanie Peters, April 24, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I218 (Stephanie Peters, April 24, 2010) 

I218-1 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted in a finding of 
no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  In addition, 
construction of grade separations where none previously existing 
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.  The 
Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade between San Francisco and San 
Jose.  Although the Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program 
decision, the commitment to examine profile alternatives has been 
carried forward into the project level alternatives screening.  See 
also Standard Response 6. 

I218-2 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant and unavoidable impacts to the physical 
environment.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies to address 
these impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR 
discloses that regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse 
environmental impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location 
of these impacts may differ between alternatives.  Accordingly, a 
change in the alternative selected would reduce or eliminate impacts 
to trees and vegetation along a particular alignment but would not 
eliminate altogether the impacts of constructing and/or 
implementing the HST system.  

I218-3 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I218-4 
The HST project under consideration in the Program EIR includes 
grade separations to fully separate the HST from local automobile 
and pedestrian traffic.  The HST project is therefore anticipated to 
improve existing safety conditions in those areas like the Caltrain 
corridor between San Francisco and San Jose that have current 
problems with pedestrian/auto/rail accidents due to auto/rail grade 
crossings.  The HST project also includes a fully access-controlled 
guideway with intrusion monitoring.  The access controls on the HST 
guideway, combined with the grade separation, are anticipated to 
eliminate rather than increase the current condition on the Caltrain 
corridor of easy pedestrian access to the rail tracks.     

I218-5 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant and unavoidable impacts to the physical 
environment.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies to address 
these impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR 
discloses that regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse 
environmental impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location 
of these impacts may differ between alternatives.  Accordingly, a 
change in the alternative selected would reduce or eliminate impacts 
to trees and vegetation along a particular alignment but would not 
eliminate altogether the impacts of constructing and/or 
implementing the HST system.  

I218-6 
See Response to Comment 1052-5 regarding construction.   

I218-7 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
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strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR.  More detailed impact analyses related to 
HST system construction including trackway, stations, maintenance 
facilities, transmission lines, staging areas, and other project 
elements will be performed during the project-level EIR/EIS analysis, 
when more detailed design, location, and phasing/duration 
information will be available for the selected HST alignment.  The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses.  See 
Chapter 2 of the 2008 Final Program EIR and Standard Resonse 10 
regarding alternatives.  See also Standard Response 6 regarding 
economic and quality of life impacts. 

I218-8 
The Authority disagrees with your statement.  Over 45 years in many 
countries around the world, HST has repeatedly proven its ability to 
cover its operating costs and return a profit. 

I218-9 
This comment expresses concerns related to graffiti, loitering, 
transience, and garbage.  These issues can be addressed in the 
detailed, project-level analysis, once design has progressed to the 
point where the potential for these impacts can be accurately 
assessed.     
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Comment Letter I219 (Linda Sadunas, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I219 (Linda Sadunas, April 25, 2010) 

I219-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision. 

The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 21 
network alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse 
environmental impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The 
EIR identified mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to 
the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that 
regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse environmental 
impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location of these 
impacts may differ between alternatives.  Accordingly, a change in 
the alternative selected would reduce or eliminate impacts along a 
particular alignment but would not eliminate altogether the impacts 
of constructing and/or implementing the HST system.  

I219-2 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.  See 
also Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 

I219-3 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

I219-4 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.  
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Comment Letter I220 (Christian Scott, April 23, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I220 (Christian Scott, April 23, 2010) 

I220-1 
Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified impacts 
along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation strategies to 
address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts than previously 
anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting mitigation 
strategies to address significant impacts on the natural environment, 
communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new decision. 

The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 21 
network alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse 
environmental impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The 
EIR identified mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to 
the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that 
regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse environmental 
impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location of these 
impacts may differ between alternatives.  Accordingly, a change in 
the alternative selected would reduce or eliminate impacts along a 
particular alignment but would not eliminate altogether the impacts 
of constructing and/or implementing the HST system.  

I220-2 
We disagree that there are flaws in the ridership or economic 
models.  The ridership forecasting process did analyze the elasticity 
of ridership  with changes in fares and frequency of trains.  See 
Standard Response 4. 

I220-3 
Population is one factor in determining a market. San Francisco 
enjoys a very large recreational and tourism market, whereas San 
Jose does not. BART carries many regional non-work trips into San 
Francisco. San Francisco's function for work trips includes statewide 
functions for many State and Federal agencies, international 

concerns, such as consulates, and many financial and legal jobs, not 
to mention a strong growth in Web 2.0 and bioscience businesses. 

I220-4 
Ending HST in Pleasanton at the end of the BART line would require 
a 47-minute ride into downtown San Francisco and a 90-minute trip 
to SFO and no connection to San Jose except via Caltrain in Millbrae. 
While it would provide good connections BART stations south of 
Fruitvale in Oakland, a connection from the HST at the Transbay 
Terminal in San Francisco (via the Montgomery Street station) would 
provide quicker trips to BART destinations north of Fruitvale, 
including Downtown Oakland, Berkeley, Richmond and Orinda.   See 
Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 

I220-5 
An analysis of alignments that do not traverse the Caltrain Corridor is 
contained in the 2008 Final Program EIR.  The Authority notes that 
the Draft and Final Program EIRs evaluated alternatives that would 
terminate in San Jose and not travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain 
Corridor.  These alternatives included Altamont Pass Network 
Alternative with Oakland and San Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with 
San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass with San Jose, Oakland and San 
Francisco via  Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose 
Termini; Pacheco Pass with San Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with 
San Jose, Oakland, and San Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco 
Pass with Altamont Pass (local service) with Oakland and San Jose 
Termini; and Pacheco Pass with Altamont pass (local service) with 
San Jose Terminus. 

The description and full evaluation of these network alternatives 
were not circulated in the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material, 
but clarification of the description and evaluation of portions of these 
alternatives, specifically between San Jose and Gilroy, were provided 
in response to the Superior Court ruling in Town of Atherton. 
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Comment Letter I221 (Laurel Shimer, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I221 (Laurel Shimer, April 26, 2010) 

I221-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

I221-2 
See Response to Comment I005-2.  Concerns regarding potential for 
noise impacts from the HST system to disturb wildlife along an 
alignment are acknowledged.  More detailed analysis of potential 
noise impacts will be provided during project-level environmental 
review, when more detailed information will be available concerning 
system design and placement, and alignment variations will also be 
further considered. 

I221-3 
The potential vibration effects of the HST operations will be 
estimated and assessed using the Federal Railroad Administration 
(FRA) guidance contained in their “High-Speed Ground 
Transportation Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Report” 
October 2005.  The assessments will be done for representative 
sensitive receivers located along each of the HST Project sections.  
In addition, the project-level analysis will consider vibration from 
Caltrain and freight service vibration in combination with HST. 

I221-4 
The potential noise effects of the HST operations will be estimated 
and assessed using the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) 

guidance contained in their “High-Speed Ground Transportation 
Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Report” October 2005.  The 
assessments will be done for representative sensitive receivers 
located along each of the HST Project sections.  In addition, the 
project-level analysis will consider noise from Caltrain and freight 
service vibration in combination with HST. 

I221-5 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant and unavoidable impacts to the physical 
environment.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies to address 
these impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR 
discloses that regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse 
environmental impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location 
of these impacts may differ between alternatives.  Accordingly, a 
change in the alternative selected would reduce or eliminate impacts 
to trees and vegetation along a particular alignment but would not 
eliminate altogether the impacts of constructing and/or 
implementing the HST system.  

I221-6 
The Authority disagrees with the comment that high-speed trains will 
create a greater risk of suicides and fatal collisions between trains, 
automobiles, and pedestrians.  The HST project under consideration 
in this Program EIR includes grade separations to fully separate the 
HST from local automobile and pedestrian traffic.  The HST project is 
therefore anticipated to improve existing safety conditions in those 
areas like the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and San Jose 
that have current problems with pedestrian/auto/rail accidents due 
to auto/rail grade crossings.  The HST project also includes a fully 
access-controlled guideway with intrusion monitoring.  The access 
controls on the HST guideway, combined with the grade separation, 
are anticipated to eliminate rather than encourage the current 
condition on the Caltrain corridor where the easy pedestrian access 
to the rail tracks has resulted in the unfortunate problem of suicide 
deaths on the corridor. 
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I221-7 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 

circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA. 
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Comment Letter I222 (Scott Stanton, April 17, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I222 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I222 (Scott Stanton, April 17, 2010) 

I222-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

I222-2 
Comment noted.  The Authority has sought to utilize existing 
transportation corridors to the greatest extent feasible to minimize 
environmental impacts. See also Standard Response 7. 

I222-3 
The 2008 Final Program EIR assumed that Caltrain and HST would 
remain within the existing right-of-way at most locations, meaning 
that trees outside the right-of-way would not be removed, although 
some trimming could be required for vegetation intruding on the 
right-of-way. The determination of impact to specific trees from the 
HST project is well beyond the scope of a program EIR.   

I222-4 
See Standard Response 3.     

More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  This analysis 
will include both construction and operational impacts and 
mitigation. 

I222-5 
See Response to Comment 1052-5 regarding construction.   

I222-6 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

I222-7 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.  See 
also Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I223 (Robert Valenti, April 21, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I223 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I223 (Robert Valenti, April 21, 2010) 

I223-1 
This Revised Final Program EIR, which includes the 2008 Final 
Program EIR and the 2010 Revised Draft  Program EIR Material have 
adequately evaluated the impacts of the HST at a programmatic 
level and have evaluated a reasonable range of alternatives and 
appropriate mitigation strategies for a first-tier, program EIR. 

I223-2 
The purpose of the HST is to provide an alternative for statewide 
trips, not provide access to the San Francisco peninsula from 
communities to the east. 

I223-3 
See Response to Comment L012-12. 

I223-4 
The Authority disagrees with your statement. For more information 
on the funding plan, please see the Authority's Business Plan. 

I223-5 
Ridership forecasts are a result, in part, of the selected alignment. 
The 2008 Final Program EIR utilized ridership forecasts prepared 
based on a new statewide travel demand model.  See Standard 
Response 4. 

I223-6 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA. 
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Comment Letter I224 (Clare Warner, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I224 (Clare Warner, April 26, 2010) 

I224-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

I224-2 
See Response to Comment 1052-5 regarding construction.   

I224-3 
See Standard Response 7 regarding Eminent Domain. 

I224-4 
See Response to Comment 1017-4. 

I224-5 
See Standard Response 3.     

More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  This analysis 
will include  cumulative impacts from existing and proposed noise 
sources. 

I224-6 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant and unavoidable impacts to the physical 
environment.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies to address 
these impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR 

discloses that regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse 
environmental impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location 
of these impacts may differ between alternatives.  Accordingly, a 
change in the alternative selected would reduce or eliminate impacts 
to trees and vegetation along a particular alignment but would not 
eliminate altogether the impacts of constructing and/or 
implementing the HST system.  

I224-7 
The utilization of the area under elevated structures can be analyzed 
as part of the project-level EIR/EIS. Potentially, local jurisdictions 
could be consulted to see what uses they want permitted and to 
determine the responsibility and liability for those uses. As stated in 
your comment, a wide variety of uses are common under elevated 
structures. Examples from existing elevated corridors include linear 
parks, like the Ohlone Trail in the East Bay, or parking, in 
commercial areas where it is desired. There are examples of 
businesses locating under elevated railway structures.  Borough 
Market, in London, is a very successful marketplace like the Ferry 
Building in San Francisco, which is under a steel railway junction. A 
four-track railway crosses through Berlin on brick arches. Many 
popular restaurants are located under the tracks. This thoughtful 
utilization of space under railway structures is repeated throughout 
the world. 

I224-8 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
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Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA. 

See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I225 (Timothy Warner, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I225 (Timothy Warner, April 26, 2010) 

I225-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

I225-2 
See Response to Comment 1052-5 regarding construction.   

I225-3 
See Response to Comment 1017-4. 

I225-4 
See Standard Response 3.     
More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  This analysis 
will include  cumulative impacts from existing and proposed noise 
sources. 

I225-5 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant and unavoidable impacts to the physical 
environment.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies to address 
these impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR 
discloses that regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse 
environmental impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location 
of these impacts may differ between alternatives.  Accordingly, a 
change in the alternative selected would reduce or eliminate impacts 

to trees and vegetation along a particular alignment but would not 
eliminate altogether the impacts of constructing and/or 
implementing the HST system.  

I225-6 
The 2008 Final Program EIR assumed that Caltrain and HST would 
remain within the existing right-of-way at most locations, meaning 
that trees outside the right-of-way would not be removed, although 
some trimming could be required for vegetation intruding on the 
right-of-way. If there is a need to acquire adjacent properties for 
locations where the current Caltrain right-of-way is not wide enough 
to accommodate the addition of HST, replacement landscaping could 
likely be established outside the area required for rail operations. 
This landscaping could replace that removed for the project. In 
locations where existing trees are located within Caltrain right-of-
way, design and engineering undertaken as part of the project-level 
EIR/EIS will determine if they are located where they cause no 
interference with the future rail operations. The Authority can work 
to mitigate the visual impacts of its implementation to reduce the 
visual impacts to the communities on the Peninsula. 

I225-7 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
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Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA. 

See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I226 (Ann Whittaker, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I226 (Ann Whittaker, April 25, 2010) 

I226-1 
This comment addresses potential impacts to community within 
Menlo Park, particularly to community cohesion, mature landscaping 
and trees, increased noise and vibration, loss of businesses, and 
general visual impacts.  Comment acknowledged.  The 2008 Final 
Program EIR identified that the HST project would result in 
significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 21 network 
alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse environmental 
impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The EIR identified 
mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to the greatest 
extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that regardless of 
alternative selected, significant adverse environmental impacts are 
anticipated, though the scale and location of these impacts may 
differ between alternatives.  
 
Additional site-specific analysis of impacts to community cohesion, 
mature landscaping and trees, increased noise and vibration, loss of 
businesses, and general visual impacts will be conducted for the 
project-level EIR/EISs. 
 
See Standard Response 6 regarding the requirements of CEQA and 
quality of life impacts. 

I226-2 
This topic was not identified by the Superior Court as an area 
requiring additional work under CEQA in the Town of Atherton case. 
See Standard Response 8 regarding Business Plan. The Addendum 
to the California High Speed Rail Authority’s “Report to the 
Legislature; December 2009” referring to page 104 has additional 
discussion of a “Revenue Guarantee." 

I226-3 
The commenter states that the HST should consider terminate in 
San Jose. The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs 
did evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not 
travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  
 
The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   

I226-4 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.   
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Comment Letter I227 (Rory and Ann Whittaker, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I227 (Rory and Ann Whittaker, April 26, 2010) 

I227-1 
Comment acknowledged. The project continues to be pursued 
because the voters of the State of California approved it in 
November 2008, approving $9 billion in state bonds. 

I227-2 
See Standard Response 6 regarding quality of life impacts and 
Standard Response 10 regarding selection of alternatives. 

I227-3 
The commenter states that the HST should consider terminate in 
San Jose. The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs 
did evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not 
travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  

 
The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   
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Comment Letter I228 (Nancy Barnby, April 21, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I228 (Nancy Barnby, April 21, 2010) 

I228-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

I228-2 
The 2008 Final Program EIR assumed that Caltrain and HST would 
remain within the existing right-of-way at most locations, meaning 
that trees outside the right-of-way would not be removed, although 
some trimming could be required for vegetation intruding on the 
right-of-way. The quantification of a precise number of trees to be 
removed as part of the HST project is beyond the scope of the 
Program EIR. Investigating a claim of "over 3,000" trees to be 
removed in Atherton alone, a quick survey of aerial photographs 
presented a count of about 250 trees along the right-of-way, with 
most on property outside the Caltrain right-of-way. The project-level 
EIR/EIS can analyze the impacts to vegetation along the entire 
Caltrain corridor, with equal weight given to impacts to all cities and 
jurisdictions. 

I228-3 
See Standard Response 3.     

More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.   

I228-4 
See Response to Comment 1039-1. 

I228-5 
Comment acknowledged.  The Authority disagrees with the comment 
and believes the program EIR process has evaluated a reasonable 
range of alternatives.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR examined a 
no project alternative and 21 representative network alternatives for 
connecting the Bay Area to the Central Valley.   Included in this 
range of alternatives were 11 Altamont Pass network alternatives, 6 
Pacheco Pass network alternatives, and 4 Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont Pass (local service) network alternatives.  See the 
Statewide Program EIR/EIS (certified November 2005) for the 
rationale behind the selection of the proposed HST system as the 
preferred alternative for meeting California’s future intercity 
transportation needs.  It was determined that the no project was not 
a viable alternative and that further expansion of highways and air 
transportation would be more costly and have more environmental 
impacts than the HST system. 

I228-6 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I229 (Alan H. Bushell, April 19, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I229 - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-658

 
 

Comment Letter I229 - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-659

 
 

Response to Letter I229 (Alan H. Bushell, April 19, 2010) 

I229-1 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives. 

I229-2 
Comment acknowledged.  The 2010 Revised Final Program EIR 
Material includes mitigation strategies that will be refined and 
applied at the project-EIR level to avoid and minimize impacts to the 
greatest extent feasible. 

I229-3 
The speed on the peninsula is limited to about 125mph to limit noise 
impacts associated with higher speeds. Both the Caltrain corridor 
and US 101 have long stretches with no curves or inconsequential 
curves. The potential speed possible over 125mph enabled by 
"straight shots" along either corridor is not a deciding factor for one 
corridor or another.   See Standard Response 10 regarding 
alternatives. 

I229-4 
See Response to Comment L004-12. 

I229-5 
It is unclear where land remains for a HST station close to SFO. FAA 
protected airspace around the airport runways limits vertical profiles 
along US 101 and protected habitat exists immediately west of the 
freeway. 

I229-6 
The 2008 Final Program EIR did not assume any lane reductions on 
the streets cited in the comment. 

I229-7 
Ending HST in Pleasanton at the end of the BART line would require 
a 47-minute ride into downtown San Francisco and a 90-minute trip 
to SFO and no connection to San Jose except via Caltrain in Millbrae. 

I229-8 
As shown in Table S.8-1 in the summary of the 2008 Final Program 
EIR, the length of the network alternative under consideration 
varies, depending on the city centers served and the alignments 
included in the network alternative.  The top rows of that table are 
reproduced here.  Maps of these network alternatives are provided 
in Chapter 7 of the 2008 Program 
Alignment.

 

As shown, the Altamont network alternatives vary in length from 
157.93 miles (with a terminus in Union City) to 244.7 (with a 
terminus in all three cities and no bay crossing).  The Altamont 
network alternative crossing the bay with a terminus in San Jose and 
San Francisco has a length of 203.34 miles.  The Pacheco network 
alternatives vary in length from 309.6 miles (with termini in all three 
city centers) to 213.15 miles with a terminus in San Jose.  The 
Pacheco network alternative with termini in San Jose and San 
Francisco would have a length of 267.53 miles. 

In addition to length, the Authority reviewed a number of factors in 
its evaluation of these network alternatives, including the factors 
identified in the comment, and this evaluation is provided in the 
2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  On the basis of the materials before it, including public 
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comment, the Authority Board will consider making the following 
decisions: 

 Choice of a network alternative to connect the San Francisco Bay 
Area to the Central Valley, i.e., Pacheco Pass, Altamont Pass, or 
Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local service);  

 Choice of alignment alternatives within the selected network 
alternative; and  

 Choice of station location options. 

I229-9 
The Authority intends to comply with Proposition 1A.  Proposition 1A 
enacted various provisions of the Streets and Highways Code, 
including section 2704.04, which designates San Francisco to Los 
Angeles and Anaheim as Phase 1 of the HST system, and section 
2704.09, which specifies the maximum nonstop trip times for certain 
city pairs, including  San Francisco and Los Angeles.  Section 
2704.09 also states for each designated corridor "passengers shall 
have the capability of traveling from any station on that corridor to 
any other station on that corridor without being required to change 
trains."   Stopping in San Jose and transferring from the HST system 
to another service to reach San Francisco would not be consistent 
with section 2704.09. 

I229-10 
See Standard Responses 6 and 7. 

I229-11 
We disagree that the ridership forecasts are circumspect.  The 
ridership modeling effort that led to the forecasts used in the 
Program EIR did examine factors that affect ridership.  See Standard 
Response 4.  Note that the Program EIR impacts analysis considered 
both a low and high ridership range for analyzing environmental 
impacts, and considered the low forecast for assessing 

environmental benefits.  If the HST system is constructed, but 
attracts fewer riders, the environmental benefits associated with 
diverting traffic from congested freeways can be anticipated to be 
lower. 

I229-12 
For purposes of the environmental impacts analysis, the Program 
EIR considers the impacts of construction of the entire HST system.  
In this way, the EIR provides the fullest disclosure of environmental 
impacts.  Reduced impacts would result if the full system is not 
constructed.  In addition, fewer environmental benefits can be 
anticipated to traffic/circulation, air quality, and energy if the full 
HST system is not constructed.  We disagree that the EIR must 
analyze a scenario that assumes the HST system cannot be operated 
profitably and will have to be abandoned or supported with taxes 
that could support other projects. This type of project fiscal analysis 
is not required to be included in an EIR.  The Authority's 2009 
Business Plan, as amended in April 2010, provides supporting  
information that the HST system can be operated profitably.   

I229-13 
The ridership and revenue forecasts used in the 2010 Revised 
Program EIR rely on official population and employment forecasts 
developed by the California Department of Finance and regional 
planning agencies throughout the state.  The forecasts assume 
continuation of current trends regarding telecommuting, fuel costs 
and similar factors that influence people’s desire and willingness to 
travel.  Although ridership and revenue sensitivity tests were 
developed to understand the potential effects of changes in these 
factors, the “most likely” future scenario, based on continuation of 
current trends, was used for the Program EIR rather than 
speculative changes in some variables. 
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Comment Letter I230 (Lynne Calvarese, April 23, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I230 (Lynne Calvarese, April 23, 2010) 

I230-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision. 

The Authority disagrees with the comment that an alternative route 
or project modification is required to avoid public safety dangers.  
Chapter 1 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR addresses safety for 
major modes of transportation.  The evidence shows that the fully 
grade separated HST systems in Europe and Japan have the lowest 
fatality rates (0 fatalities) of all modes.  The HST project under 
consideration in the Bay Area to Central Valley Program EIR includes 
grade separations that will eliminate existing at-grade crossings of 
rail and local traffic.  The HST project is therefore anticipated to 
improve safety for pedestrians, automobiles, commuter rail, and 
freight rail compared to existing conditions. 

I230-2 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.  The Authority 
has revised and recirculated certain portions of the May 2008 Final 
Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  The 
purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with the final 
judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority does not 
believe that additional revision and recirculation is necessary to fully 
comply with the court judgment and CEQA. 
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Comment Letter I231 (Galen, April 7, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I231 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I231 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I231 (Galen, April 7, 2010) 

I231-1 
Comment acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter I232 (Lenore L. Hennen, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I232 (Lenore L. Hennen, April 25, 2010) 

I232-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

I232-2 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I232-3 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR.  More detailed impact analyses related to 
HST system construction including trackway, stations, maintenance 
facilities, transmission lines, staging areas, and other project 
elements will be performed during the project-level EIR/EIS analysis, 
when more detailed design, location, and phasing/duration 
information will be available for the selected HST alignment.  The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses.   

I232-4 
See Standard Response 7. 

I232-5 
See Response to Comment I232-3.  Additional analysis of 
construction activities' potential for negative impacts on  businesses 

along HST alternatives would be conducted at the project level when 
more detail of alignment location is known.  Also note that a 
construction phasing and traffic management plan would be 
preapred prior to any construction to minimize impacts on residents 
and area businesses as noted in Chapter 3.18 of the 2008 Final 
Program EIR.   

I232-6 
The  forecasts used in the Program EIR suggest that there would a 
demand for this new mode of travel.  See Standard Response 4. 

I232-7 
Comment acknowledged. 

I232-8 
 See Standard Response 10. 

I232-9 
The Authority disagrees with the commenter’s statement. For more 
information on the funding plan, please see the Authority's Business 
Plan. 

I232-10 
Comment acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter I233 (John Hultgren, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I233 (John Hultgren, April 26, 2010) 

I233-1 
Comments acknowledged. See Standard Response 10 regarding 
route alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I234 (Jane Nassar, April 22, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I234 (Jane Nassar, April 22, 2010) 

I234-1 
See Standard Response 7 regarding Eminent Domain. 

I234-2 
The Authority recognizes the current economic conditions that have 
occurred throughout the Bay Area and the state.  See Standard 
Responses 6 and 7 regarding property values and eminent domain.  
See Response to Comment I232-3.  Additional analysis of 
construction activities' potential for negative impacts on businesses 
along HST alternatives would be conducted at the project level when 
more detail of alignment location is known.  Also note that a 
construction phasing and traffic management plan would be 
preapred prior to any construction to minimize impacts on residents 
and area businesses as noted in Chapter 3.18 of the 2008 Final 
Program EIR.   

I234-3 
See Standard Response 7 regarding Eminent Domain.  The 2010 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics identified 
in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as requiring 
corrective work under CEQA.  Public parks and recreation was not 
one of those topics.  Parks and recreational issues are discussed 
Chapter 3.16 Section 4(f) and 6(f) Resources (Public Parks and 
Recreation) of the 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed analyses 
related to impacts on recreational resources during construction and 
operation, including the parks listed in the comment, will be 
performed during the project-level EIR/EIS analysis when more 
detailed design and location information will be available.  See 
Chapter 3.4, Noise and Vibration, and Chapter 3.9, Aesthetics and 
Visual Resources, regarding impacts and mitigation strategies.  See 
also Standard Response 3. 

I234-4 
This is not a comment on the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.   The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses 

those topics identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton 
litigation as requiring corrective work under CEQA.  The purpose of 
the project was not one of those topics. See Chapter 1, Purpose and 
Need and Objectives, in the 2008 Final Program EIR.   

I234-5 
See Standard Response 3.     

More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  This analysis 
will include both construction and operational impacts and 
mitigation. 

I234-6 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I234-7 
Ending HST in Union City to connect with BART would require a 42-
minute ride into downtown San Francisco and a 77-minute trip to 
SFO. The lack of a quick connection from HST to SFO would 
eliminate the ability to easily utilize the HST to connect to flights, 
abandoning the opportunity to scale back the short and expensive 
connecting flights from locations like Fresno. A 42-minute ride on 
BART into San Francisco would significantly affect ridership and not 
meet the travel time goal set for HST trips between San Francisco 
and Los Angeles.   See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 

I234-8 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives. 

I234-9 
The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
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Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA. 
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Comment Letter I235 (Alcina Nelson, April 23, 2010) 

  



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-675

 
 

Comment Letter I235 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I235 - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-677

 
 

Response to Letter I235 (Alcina Nelson, April 23, 2010) 

I235-1 
The medium noise impact rating is based on: (1) grade separations 
which would eliminate the need for bells at crossings and for the 
Caltrain trains to sound warning horns as they approach each grade 
crossing; and (2) lower operating speeds resulting in noise levels 
similar to the existing Caltrain operations.  More detailed information 
and analysis of noise and vibration impacts and mitigation will be 
included in project-level EIR/EISs.  This analysis will include impacts 
at sensitive receivers, such as residences, historic buildings, schools, 
and parks.  This analysis will also include cumulative impacts from 
existing noise and vibration sources (such as existing rail, roadways, 
and airports) and proposed noise and vibration sources.  See 
Standard Responses 3 and 5.     

I235-2 
See the Response to comment I235-1. 

I235-3 
There is the potential for temporary impacts to occur during 
construction including noise, air quality (dust), visual quality, and 
traffic/circulation.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level. 

I235-4 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I235-5 
 The Program EIR developed minority and low-income population 
percentage thresholds to identify locations within the study area 
where there were higher than average concentrations of 
environmental justice communities as compared to the  surrounding 
study area,  city and/or county as a whole.  In addition, the Program 

EIR evaluated size and type of right-of-way needed for the 
alignment alternatives and proximity to environmental justice 
populations.  These factors provide a reasonable indication of where 
potential benefits or disproportionate impacts to minority and low-
income populations would be most likely to occur.  Because this is a 
program-level document, the analysis considered the potential for 
environmental justice impacts on a broad scale.  Additional analysis 
and public outreach  will take place during project-level 
investigations to identify minority and low-income individuals 
including any dispersed locations of these populations and to 
consider potential localized disproportionately high and adverse 
effects.  See also Standard Response 3.  

I235-6 
Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Jose to Central Valley 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final EIR, construction 
of the HST may require the removal of vegetation and landscaping.  
Design practices and mitigation measures would lessen visual 
impacts by planting fast-growing trees and by seeding/landscaping 
areas disturbed by construction.  The Final Program EIR identified 
that the proposed project would result in significant and unavoidable 
visual impacts even with mitigation.  Specific locations and the scale 
of visual impacts will be further examined in detail at the project 
level because they are a product of the HST system design, and the 
detail necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level. 

I235-7 
See Response to Comment O022-8.   

I235-8 
Table 2-3 on Page 2-8 of the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Materials is considering impacts at a program level. Its ranking of 
"Medium" covers the HST corridor from Diridon Station in San Jose 
to approximately Interstate 5 in Santa Nella in Merced County. It is a 
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ranking for the entire length of that corridor. A more detailed 
examination of the impacts to the Gardner neighborhood has been 
made at the project level and is reflected in materials presented at 
recent (May and July 2010) community meetings in San Jose. 

I235-9 
New sources of light and glare associated with the HST project 
would be primarily limited to stations, maintenance facilities and 
sources from trains and maintenance equipment. In many locations, 
soundwalls and landscaping could obscure most of that light. 

Light sources from passing trains will be analyzed when the train 
design is determined. Potential sources will be headlights and light 
from within the train that radiates out the windows. The amount of 
light from train windows will depend on the glass and glazing/tinting 
applied to the windows. Light and glare will be evaluated as part of 
the project-level EIR/EIS. 

I235-10 
No other alignments were considered in the 2008 Final Program EIR 
through the Gardner neighborhood. The existing Caltrain/UPRR 
alignment and right-of-way met the statewide goal to locate the HST 
within existing transportation corridors. As Caltrain's ownership of 
the right-of-way extends through the Gardner neighborhood to Lick, 
south of Tamien station, it also provided a potential joint use of an 
existing publicly-owned facility. 

If a network alternative is selected to San Jose, an 87-280 
alternative alignment will be included in an alternatives analysis 
process as part of a project-level EIR/EIS. 

I235-11 
See Response to Comment O022-13. 

I235-12 
We believe the 2010 Revised Final Program EIR Material complies 
with the requirements of CEQA and serves its purpose as a first-tier, 
program EIR.  Please see Standard Responses 1, 2, and 3.  
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Comment Letter I236 (Margaret Petitjean, April 11, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I236 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I236 (Margaret Petitjean, April 11, 2010) 

I236-1 
Comments acknowledged. Full grade separation of the Caltrain and 
HST tracks are assumed in the Program EIR. 
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Comment Letter I237 (Arnold Thackray, April 21, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I237 (Arnold Thackray, April 21, 2010) 

I237-1 
The comment expresses concerns about potential impacts to 
Peninsula cities, including environmental blight, health-threatening 
vibration and noise, and loss of amenity.  The 2008 Final Program 
EIR identified that the HST project would result in significant impacts 
to the physical environment.  The 21 network alternatives studied in 
the EIR each involve adverse environmental impacts, along with 
substantial project benefits.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies 
to address the adverse impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In 
addition, the EIR discloses that regardless of alternative selected, 
significant adverse environmental impacts are anticipated, though 
the scale and location of these impacts may differ between 
alternatives. 
 
The comment also expresses concerns about declining property 
values.  See Standard Response 6 regarding project impacts on 
residential property values. 

 
The comment also states that the project is taking a short-sighted 
"let's build it and see" approach to HST.  However, the tiered 
approach to the planning and environmental processes is specifically 
tailored to allow the Authority to carefully weigh the alternatives at 
each stage of the planning and environmental process.  See 
Standard Response 2 regarding the tiered EIR process and Standard 
Response 3 regarding the level of detail for impacts analysis and 
mitigation in the program-level EIR.   

I237-2 
The comment requests more specificity related to the impact 
evaluation of the HST alternatives.  See Response to Comment I237-
1 regarding the level of detail of the Program EIR and the 
subsequent project-level environmental documents. 

 

 
 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-684

 
 

Comment Letter I238 (Kathy Hamilton, April 26, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I238 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I238 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I238 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I238 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I238 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I238 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I238 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I238 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I238 (Kathy Hamilton, April 26, 2010) 

I238-1 
Broad changes in the economic conditions have affected the state 
and the nation which has resulted in changes in property values 
throughout California.  The Authority is aware that property value 
issues are a great concern and will be evaluated at the project level.  
See also Standard Response 6 and 7. 

I238-2 
Comment acknowledged. 

I238-3 
Comment acknowledged.   

I238-4 
We disagree with the comment.  The ridership and revenue model 
provides an appropriate tool for the environmental analysis for which 
it has been used.  Please see Standard Response 4.   

I238-5 
This is not a comment on environmental issues, and not a topic area 
noted by the Superior Court in the Town of Atherton case as 
requiring additional CEQA work.  AB3034, signed by the Governor on 
August 26, 2008, enacted Public Utilities Code section 185033 which 
required the Authority to prepare a business plan by September 1, 
2008.  After approval of the state budget, the Authority published a 
business plan in early November 2008.  Section 185033 was 
amended and now requires the Authority to prepare a business plan 
not later than January 1, 2012, and every two years thereafter.   A 
peer review committee has been established in keeping with to 
Public Utilities Code section 185035.   The Authority is complying 
with the requirements of Proposition 1A and applicable statutes. 

I238-6 
Comment noted.  The Authority is complying with Proposition 1A as 
passed by the Legislature, signed by the Governor and enacted by 
the voters in 2008.  The Authority's 2005 Statewide Program EIR 
certification and decision approving broad corridors for the HST 
system also selected the electrically powered steel-wheel on steel-
rail train technology for the system.   No challenge was filed to that 
decision, and it is final.   Thus, the Authority declines to consider the 
suggested diesel-hybrid train technology.    

I238-7 
We disagree with this comment and note that the Authority has 
received extensive public input that questions the upcoming decision 
on the EIR and the proposed network alternative.  The Authority 
specifically recognizes the concern of the Penisnula cities and their 
general endorsement of a no project or non-Pacheco option.  The 
Authority is complying with the judgment in the Town of Atherton 
case, which has resulted in this Revised Final Program EIR and the 
need to make a new decision on a network alternative to connect 
the Bay Area with the Central Valley.  The Revised Final Program EIR 
includes the staff recommendation for the Pacheco Pass Network 
Alternative serving San Francisco via San Jose and explains the basis 
for that recommendation.  The Board also has before it the other 20 
representative network alternatives and multiple additional alignment 
alternatives examined in the EIR and will have an opportunity to 
weigh the alternatives and the tradeoffs they represent.  The 
Authority Board will make a new decision in consideration of the 
Revised Final Program EIR and all the evidence before it in the 
record in a fair and unbiased manner. 

I238-8 
Comment acknowledged.  The basis for the Authority's decision to 
proceed with planning for a high-speed rail system to connect 
northern and southern California is documented in the 2005 Program 
EIR/EIS for the Statewide High-Speed Train System. 
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I238-9 
The Authority is in the process of completing its program EIR 
process for the Bay Area to Central Valley study area.  The Authority 
is not purchasing land for the HST system at this time.  The rationale 
for the staff recommendation on the preferred alternative is 
discussed in Chapter 7 of the 2010 Revised Final Program EIR 
Material.  As to implications of conflict of interest, we note that 
Authority staff and Board members are subject to California's 
Political Reform Act. 

I238-10 
See Chapter 7 of the 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2005 
Statewide Program EIR for project and alignment rationale.  The 
statement of project objectives for the HST system in the 2008 Final 
Program EIR notes the system is intended to connect the major 
metropolitan areas of northern and southern California passing 
through the Central Valley.  Those major metropolitan areas include 
San Francisco and San Jose.  In addition, Proposition 1A, passed by 
the voters in November 2008 to provide funding for the construction 
of the HST system, designates the corridor from San Francisco 
Transbay Terminal to Los Angeles Union Station and Anaheim as 
phase 1 of the system, and requires that a passenger be able to 
travel to any station on the corridor without changing trains.  Streets 
and Highways Code section 2704.09.  See Standard Response 10. 

I238-11 
Comment acknowledged. 

I238-12 
Comment acknowledged. 

I238-13 
Comment acknowledged. 

I238-14 
Comment acknowledged. 

I238-15 
Comment acknowledged. 

I238-16 
The Authority provided a 45-day public comment period for the 2010 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  This circulation period complies 
with CEQA. 

I238-17 
The Authority disagrees with this comment. 

I238-18 
More detailed information and analysis of  vibration impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs. The project-level 
vibration analysis will consider impacts to both typical structures and 
to structures that may be more susceptible to vibration.  Appropriate 
mitigation, if necessary, can be incorporated into the project design 
to buffer vibration at the source.  See Standard Responses 3 and 5. 

I238-19 
More detailed information and analysis of  noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  This analysis 
will also include  cumulative impacts from existing and proposed 
noise sources.  The HST system will need to be completely grade 
separated on the peninsula corridor, eliminating both the train horn 
noise and the bell noise from the grade-crossing protection devices.  
The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded its July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and 
trench options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening 
for project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website.  See Standard Responses 3 and 5. 
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I238-20 
See Standard Response 3.     
More detailed information and analysis of hazardous materials 
impacts and mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.   
The project-level noise analysis will include  impacts at sensitive 
receivers, such as residences, schools, parks, and similar facilities.   

I238-21 
Please see Response to Comment I034-1. 

I238-22 
The utilization of the area under elevated structures would be 
analyzed in project-level studies and local jurisdictions would be 
consulted.  Procedures for maintaining the HST's infrastructure could 
be detailed in the project-level EIR/EIS, along with appropriate 
agreements and cooperative approaches for managing these issues. 

I238-23 
Comment acknowledged.  The Authority is aware of its obligations to 
consider project alternatives in the Program EIR.  The 2008 Final 
Program EIR evaluated 21 representative network alternatives, as 
well as additional alignment alternatives.  The Superior Court in the 
Town of Atherton case concluded the EIR's range of alterantives 
complied with CEQA. 

I238-24 
See Response to Comment L003-25. 

I238-25 
Please see Response to Comment L003-26. 

I238-26 
Comment acknowledged.  See Response to Comment I238-5. 

I238-27 
See Response to Comment L003-165. 

I238-28 
See Response to Comment L003-166.   

I238-29 
See Response to Comment L003-167. 

I238-30 
See Response to Comment L003-167. 

I238-31 
See Response to Comment L003-168. 

I238-32 
See Response to Comment L003-169.   

I238-33 
See Response to Comment L003-170. 

I238-34 
See Standard Response 10. 

I238-35 
With the exception of the reduction in the number of tracks along 
the Caltrain corridor, the 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 
Revised Draft Program EIR materials evaluate the alternative 
alignments identified in the comment using consistent evaluation 
criteria and objectives – please see Standard Response 10.  These 
include a U.S. 101 alignment, an I-280 alignment, and termination of 
an HST Alternative in San Jose.   

Alignments passing through Menlo Park, Atherton and Palo Alto are 
discussed in an equal and equitable manner following the 
established program level methodologies and criteria. See also 
Response to Comment L003-172. 

I238-36 
See Response to Comment L003-27. 
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I238-37 
See Response to Comment L003-28. 

I238-38 
See Response to Comment L003-29. 

I238-39 
See Response to Comment L003-30. 

I238-40 
See Response to Comment L003-31. 

I238-41 
See Response to Comment L003-32. 

I238-42 
See Response to Comment L003-33. 

I238-43 
See Response to Comment L003-34. 

I238-44 
See Response to Comment L003-35. 

I238-45 
See Response to Comment L003-36. 

I238-46 
The Authority disagrees with the comment.  See Standard 
Response 4.   

I238-47 
It is unclear what "new information" the commenter is referring to, 
however, we disagree with the statement that the ridership forecasts 
were flawed.  The ridership and revenue forecasts have been based 

on a model that we find sufficient for the environmental analysis for 
which it has been used.  Please see Standard Response 4. 

I238-48 
See Response to Comment L003-37. 

I238-49 
See Response to Comment L003-38. 

I238-50 
The commentor is referring to the recently released Preliminary 
Alternatives Analysis Report, San Francisco to San Jose Section. In 
the 2008 Final Program EIR the cost for the segment Transbay 
Transit Center to 4th/Townsend (Caltrain 1) did include 2.5 miles of 
tunnel as described in Appendix 2-A. As stated in Section 5.2 of the 
2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material, the capital costs are 
representative of all aspects of the implementation of the proposed 
HST system, including construction, right-of-way, environmental 
mitigation, and design and management services.   

I238-51 
See Response to Comment L003-159. 

I238-52 
See Response to Comment L003-160. 

I238-53 
See Responses to Comments L003-160, L003-161, L003-162, L003-
163, and L003-164. 

I238-54 
See Response to Comment I238-1.  Broad changes in the economic 
conditions have affected the state and the nation which has resulted 
in changes in property values throughout California.  The Authority is 
aware that property value issues are a great concern and will be 
evaluated at the project level.  See also Standard Response 6 and 7. 
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I238-55 
The potential impacts to trees will be evaluated in the project level 
EIR/EIS.  The configuration of the catenary system and its potential 
effects on trees will be addressed in that document.  The commenter 
accurately points out that there are several ways to electrify a 
system with an overhead catenary system that may not require the 
support poles for the system to be on the outside of the tracks.  
Solutions with the poles between pairs of tracks, in addition to other 
pole configurations, could be studied at the project level to 
potentially reduce the need to trim or remove trees that are close to 
the tracks. 

I238-56 
Third rail technology is not capable of delivering power to efficiently 
operate high speed trains at high speeds. The design of the Eurostar 
to operate on 750 VDC was a temporary compromise that allowed 
through trains to operate between London and the Channel Tunnel 
on the existing commuter rail network at limited speed until the high 
speed rail link (with overhead catenary) was completed in 2007. 
Typical DC electrification requires substations every 1-3 miles while 
typical AC electrification requires a substation every 20 miles. This 
would result in up to twelve times the number of substations, which 
cannot be placed in the operating right-of-way. Dual current/ dual 
voltage electrification would increase both the procurement cost and 
operating cost of every trainset in the HST fleet. 

I238-57 
The prototype developed by Hitachi is a hybrid propulsion system 
that combines an engine generator, motor, and storage batteries, 
known as NE@train. This system provides regenerative braking 
which has not been previously possible on conventional diesel-
powered trains, and enables increased energy savings via 
regenerated energy. Regenerative braking is very useful for 
increasing energy efficiency on trains that have many closely 
scheduled stops. Development of a system to allow braking energy 
to be re-captured on a non-electrified railway is significant, but the 
top test speed of the equipment is far below the requirements for 
HST. The current generation of high-speed train achieve similar 

energy savings by also using regenerative braking but instead of 
storing the energy in batteries, the energy generated during braking 
is returned to the power grid via the OCS. 

See also response to comment I053-7, that address the selection of 
the HST as the system alternative. 

I238-58 
See Response to Comment I238-57.   

I238-59 
The Authority disagrees.  They are using state-of-the-art technology 
of HST and designing for the next generation.   

I238-60 
We acknowledge UPRR's rights under the trackage rights agreement 
with the PCJPB.  The trackage rights agreement is noted in Chapter 
3 of the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  Page 3-3 has 
been clarified in the Revised Final Program EIR to identify UPRR's 
rights to conduct intercity passenger rail.   See Response to 
Comment O012-14 and Standard Response 9. 

I238-61 
Comment acknowledged.  

I238-62 
See Standard Response 8 regarding Business Plan. 

I238-63 
See Response to Comment I011-13. 

I238-64 
See Response to Comment L003-33. 

I238-65 
As indicated in Chapter 1 of the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material, the Authority followed provisions in the CEQA Guidelines 
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which acknowledge the option of recirculating only those portions of 
an EIR that require revisions.  We note that the 2008 Final Program 
EIR has been available on the Authority website and is referenced in 
the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR. 

I238-66 
See Response to Comment L003-9.   

I238-67 
See Response to Comment L003-11. 

I238-68 
See Response to Comment L003-16. 

I238-69 
See Response to Comment L003-17. 

I238-70 
See Standard Response 7 regarding Eminent Domain. 

I238-71 
See Response to Comment L003-53. 

I238-72 
See Response to Comment L003-54.   

I238-73 
See Response to Comment L003-56. 

I238-74 
See Responses to Comments L003-57 and L003-58. 

I238-75 
See Response to Comment L003-59. 

I238-76 
See Response to Comment L003-60. 

I238-77 
See Responses to Comments L003-61 and L003-62.   

I238-78 
See Response to Comment L003-63. 

I238-79 
See Standard Response 10. 

I238-80 
See Response to Comment L003-66. 

I238-81 
See Response to Comment L003-67. 

I238-82 
See Response to Comment L003-69.    

I238-83 
See Response to Comment L003-70. 

I238-84 
See Response to Comment L003-71. 

I238-85 
See Response to Comment L003-72.   

I238-86 
See Response to Comment L003-75.   

I238-87 
See Response to Comment L003-76. 

I238-88 
See Response to Comment L003-79.     

I238-89 
See Response to Comment L003-79. 
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I238-90 
See Response to Comment L003-80. 

I238-91 
See Response to Comment L003-83. 

I238-92 
See Response to Comment L003-84. 

I238-93 
The cost and funding of the HST system is described in the California 
High Speed Rail Authority 2009 Business Plan, see Standard 
Response 8.  As outlined in the 2009 Business plan both the capital 
costs and funding are projected to occur over a time period of 
several years. Construction costs for Phase 1 of the HST system 
would be incurred over the years 2011 to 2018; vehicle costs over 
the years 2011 to 2035, systems and electrification costs from 2013 
to 2019 and finally, program implementation costs would be incurred 
over the years 2010 through 2020. These cost are matched to a 
funding plan  consisting of federal grants, state funds, private 
investment and local funding assistance with private funding 
opportunities early on through design-build contracts and other 
mechanisms. 

I238-94 
Comment acknowledged. 

I238-95 
Comment acknowledged.  See prior responses. 
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Comment Letter I239 (Joseph F. Sinnot Jr., April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I239 (Joseph F. Sinnott Jr., April 25, 2010) 

I239-1 
See Standard Response 10 and Response to Comment I006-10. 

I239-2 
See Standard Response 10 and Response to Comment I006-10. 

I239-3 
As part of the 2005 Statewide Program EIR, the Authority compared 
HST and various other modes of travel; including auto, conventional 
rail, and air.  HST system would lower the number of intercity 
automobile passengers on highways by up to 70 million annually, 
and would provide door-to-door travel times comparable to airplanes 
and less than one-half as long as car travel.  HST would meet the 
need for safe and reliable mode of travel at less than half the cost of 
building more freeways and airport runways, link major metropolitan 
areas of the state and deliver predictable, consistent travel 
sustainable over time.  Moreover, HST would not require an 
operating subsidy, and would provide lower passenger costs than for 
travel by automobile or air for the same intercity markets. 

The HST system would also be highly compatible with local and 
regional plans supporting rail systems and transit-oriented 
development, and would improve inter-modal connectivity with local 
and commuter transit systems.  Prop 1A ensures that 
complementary rail capital improvements would be funded by a $950 
million portion of bond funds.  These funds must be allocated to 
intercity, commuter and urban rail systems and shall provide direct 
connectivity and benefits to the high-speed train system and its 
facilities or be part of the construction of the system. 

Ridership and revenue forecasts were conducted by Charles River 
and Associates (1995-2000) for the Authority.  More recent forecasts 
currently used by the Authority were developed by an independent 
study done by Cambridge Systematics (2006-2008).  The Cambridge 

Systematics study was financed and managed by the Metropolitan 
Transportation Commission (MTC).  Cambridge Systematic’s ridership 
and revenue model was developed and verified from thousands of 
intercept surveys of in-state auto, rail and air travelers as well as 
Census Bureau, Federal Aviation and National Department of 
Transportation data. MTC assembled a peer review panel comprised 
of local, national, and international travel model experts to provide 
an objective and independent review of the modeling assumptions, 
methodologies, and results during each stage of model development 
for the Cambridge Systematics study. 

The most recent ridership forecasts for the HST system estimate 
between 88-117 million passengers annually by 2030 for the entire 
800-mile network.  Off this, 

 17% would have taken a flight 

 74% would have driven 

 7% would have taken conventional rail 

 45% would be business/commuter trips 

 55%would be personal/recreational trips 

Throughout the last ten years, the Authority has sought comment 
from high-speed train operators, manufacturers, the construction 
industry, private sector, public agencies, organizations, and other 
interested parties. The Authority has entered into Memorandum of 
Understandings with the French, Japanese, and Spanish 
Governments to exchange information.  See also Standard Response 
10.  

I239-4 
See Standard Response 10 and Response to Comment I006-10. 
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Comment Letter I240 (Trina_Ingle-Cabreros, April 14, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I240 (Trina Ingle-Cabreros, April 2, 2010) 

I240-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

I240-2 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I240-3 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant and unavoidable impacts to the physical 
environment.  The Final Program EIR identified mitigation strategies 
to address these impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, 
the Final Program EIR discloses that regardless of alternative 
selected, significant adverse environmental impacts are anticipated, 
though the scale and location of these impacts may differ between 
alternatives.  Accordingly, a change in the alternative selected would 
reduce or eliminate impacts to views along a particular alignment but 
would not eliminate altogether the impacts of constructing and/or 
implementing the HST system.  

I240-4 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant and unavoidable impacts to the physical 
environment.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies to address 
these impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR 
discloses that regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse 
environmental impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location 

of these impacts may differ between alternatives.  Accordingly, a 
change in the alternative selected would reduce or eliminate impacts 
to trees and vegetation along a particular alignment but would not 
eliminate altogether the impacts of constructing and/or 
implementing the HST system.  

I240-5 
The Authority disagrees with the comment that an alternative route 
or project modification is required to avoid public safety dangers.  
Chapter 1 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR addresses safety for 
major modes of transportation.  The evidence shows that the fully 
grade separated HST systems in Europe and Japan have the lowest 
fatality rates (0 fatalities) of all modes.  The HST project under 
consideration in the Bay Area to Central Valley Program EIR includes 
grade separations that will eliminate existing at-grade crossings of 
rail and local traffic.  The HST project is therefore anticipated to 
improve safety for pedestrians, automobiles, commuter rail, and 
freight rail compared to existing conditions. 

I240-6 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   
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I240-7 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.   
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Comment Letter I241 (Ted Crocker, April 24, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I241 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I241 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I241 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I241 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I241 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I241 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I241 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I241 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I241 (Ted Crocker, April 24, 2010) 

I241-1 
The Authority disagrees that impacts and mitigation measures were 
not properly investigated.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of a first-tier, programmatic environmental review 
process examining the impacts of 21 network alternatives at a broad 
level of detail.  See Standard Response 2 regarding the tiered EIR 
process and Standard Response 3 regarding the level of detail for 
impacts analysis and mitigation in the program-level EIR.   

I241-2 
Comment acknowledged. 

I241-3 
See Standard Response 6. 

I241-4 
Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.  The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material 
addresses those topics identified in the final judgment for the Town 
of Atherton litigation as requiring corrective work under CEQA.  
Outreach was not one of those topics. Please see Chapter 10, Public 
and Agency Involvement, in the 2008 Final Program EIR. The 
Authority conducted scoping activities for the Bay Area to Central 
Valley HST Draft Program EIR/EIS including meetings in San Jose, 
San Francisco and four other cities.  The Authority held a total of 
eight public hearings, including in San Jose and San Francisco to 
present the Draft Program EIR/EIS and to receive public comments 
between August 23, 2007 and September 26, 2007.  The Authority 
has endeavored to provide the broadest possible notice of the 2010 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  Notification was provided in 8 
newspapers including the San Francisco Examiner and San Jose 
Mercury News. A Notice of Availability and Notice of a Public Meeting 
postcard was further distributed to over 50,000 individuals identified 
as part of on-going project-level engineering and environmental 
studies.  The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material and a Notice 

of Availability and of a Public Meetings was also made available to 16 
libraries for public viewing.  Two public meetings were held on April 
7, 2010 in San Jose on the Revised Draft Program EIR. If the 
Authority proceeds with a network alternative that involves 
Burlingame at the project level, the Authority will continue its efforts 
at public outreach in the  area.      

The Authority disagrees that limiting the scope of comments to the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material is inappropriate.  The Authority 
requested that members of the public focus their comments on the 
new information and analysis contained in the Revised Draft EIR 
Material and stated that the Authority’s legal obligation extended to 
responding only to those comments related to the new materials.  
The Authority's request is based on CEQA Guidelines section 
15088.5, applicable to situations like the current one where a lead 
agency must revise and recirculate only a portion of a prior Final 
EIR.  The current EIR process is specifically intended to comply with 
the judgment from the Town of Atherton litigation and that 
judgment found that only those issues in the revised materials 
required further CEQA compliance. 

I241-5 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant and unavoidable impacts to the physical 
environment.  The Final Program EIR identified mitigation strategies 
to address these impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, 
the Final Program EIR discloses that regardless of alternative 
selected, significant adverse environmental impacts are anticipated, 
though the scale and location of these impacts may differ between 
alternatives.  Accordingly, a change in the alternative selected would 
reduce or eliminate impacts to views along a particular alignment but 
would not eliminate altogether the impacts of constructing and/or 
implementing the HST system. A detailed impacts analysis of the 
addition of the HST service to the Caltrain corridor is currently 
underway as part of project level engineering and environmental 
analyses.  Operational and construction impacts including those 
related to the addition of HST trains to the Caltrain corridor and 
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visual quality and cultural impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

I241-6 
The detailed maintenance of the HST project's structures will be 
discussed in the Project EIR, currently underway. Procedures for 
maintaing the HST's infrastructure will be detailed in the Project EIR. 
Potential deterrents to graffiti could include introducing vines to the 
concrete surfaces of columns and walls, dense landscaping to 
obscure columns and walls, and maintenance agreements to ensure 
the timely removal of any potential graffiti. 

The utilization of the area under elevated structures can be analyzed 
at the Project level. Potentially, local jurisdictions could be consulted 
to see what uses they want permitted and to determine the 
responsibility and liability for those uses. As stated in your comment, 
a wide variety of uses are common under elevated structures. 
Examples from existing elevated corridors include linear parks, like 
the Ohlone Trail in the East Bay, or parking, in commercial areas 
where it is desired. There are examples of businesses locating under 
elevated railway structures. Borough Market, in London, is a very 
successful marketplace like the Ferry Building in San Francisco, 
which is under a steel railway junction. A four-track railway crosses 
through Berlin on brick arches. Many poplar restaurants are located 
under the tracks. This thoughtful utilization of space under railway 
structures is repeated throughout the world. 

I241-7 
See Standard Response 3 and Standard Response 5.     
More detailed information and analysis of noise and visual impacts 
and mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.   

I241-8 
It is assumed in the Program EIR that Caltrain and HST will remain 
within the existing right-of-way at most locations, meaning that trees 
outside the right-of-way would not be removed, although some 
trimming would be required for vegetation intruding on the right-of-
way. If there is a need to acquire adjacent properties for locations 

where the current Caltrain right-of-way is not wide enough to 
accommodate the addition of HST, replacement landscaping would 
likely be established outside the area required for rail operations. 
This landscaping would replace that removed for the project. The 
project-level analysis will discuss mitigations for the visual impacts. 

I241-9 
Comment acknowledged. 

I241-10 
See Standard Response 3 and Standard Response 5.     
More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  This analysis 
will include  cumulative impacts from existing and proposed noise 
sources.  The analysis will evaluate construction-period and long-
term operational impacts.  The HST system will need to be 
completely grade separated on the peninsula corridor, eliminating 
both the train horn noise and the bell noise from the grade-crossing 
protection devices.  

I241-11 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Air quality and global climate 
change was not one of those topics.  Refer to Chapter 3.3 of the 
2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed analysis of potential 
operational, maintenance, and construction air quality impacts, 
including dust, will be provided during project-level environmental 
review, when more detailed information will be available concerning 
system design and placement as well as construction.  In addition, a 
mitigation strategy identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR was the 
preparation of a Site Management Program/ Contingency Plan prior 
to construction to address known and potential hazardous material 
issues, including:  measures to address management of 
contaminated soil and groundwater; a site-specific Health and Safety 
Plan (HASP), including measures to protect construction workers and 
general public; and procedures to protect workers and the general 
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public in the event that unknown contamination or buried hazards 
are encountered.   

I241-12 
See Standard Response 3.     

More detailed information and analysis of  vibration impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs. The project-level 
vibration analysis will consider impacts to both typical structures and 
to structures that may be more susceptible to vibration, and land 
uses with high sensitivity to vibration, such as research facilities, 
musical performance facilities, and hospitals.  Appropriate mitigation, 
if necessary, can be incorporated into the project design to buffer 
vibration at the source. 

See the Response to Comment I241-12 regarding construction-
period noise impacts. 

I241-13 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I241-14 
The Authority appreciates the comment.   Delays to traffic and 
pedestrians during construction and operation of the HST will be part 
of subsequent project-level environmental documents.  The 
Authority will consider the comment as part of the project-level 
EIR/EIS processes.  The shared-use alternative proposed would fully 
grade separate both HST and Caltrain. 

I241-15 
The examples of view you provide will be affected by the HST 
project. The final design, to beundertaken at the Project-level, will 
affect the elevation of the HST structure. To determine the visual 
impacts in the Program EIR, the assumption was made that the 
grade separation needed at the existing Burlingame Caltrain station 
would be a split grade separation, with the railway elevated partially 
and the roadway depressed partially. This has been the common 
design configuration along the peninsula, including crossings in San 

Mateo, Belmont and San Carlos and proposals in Redwood City and 
Menlo Park. In the case of your photo looking at the Burlingame 
Caltrain station, the elevated viaduct depicted in a photosimulation in 
the Program EIR, the structure would run at about the same 
elevation as the roof of the building wings. The tower would be 
partially visible about it, as would the distant hills. 

The view looking west on Oak Grove Avenue would potential be 
affected the same way. The roadway would dip down partially and 
the railway would run about 10-12 feet above grade, about the 
height of the roof of the building you find lacking in character. The 
view to the hills, at this location, would be visible over the structure. 

I241-16 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Hydrology and water 
resources was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.14 of 
the 2008 Final Program EIR.  Potential impacts from shallow 
groundwater as well as mitigation strategies was discussed in this 
chapter.  More detailed analyses related to wells and flood control 
will be performed during the project-level EIR/EIS analysis when 
more detailed design and location information will be available.   In 
addition, the HST would span  watercourse channels and 
embankments to minimize impacts on streams.  See Standard 
Response 3.   

I241-17 
Comment acknowledged.  Your photograph of the underside of the 
Millbrae Avenue grade separation appears to be the depiction of a 
worst-case situation. The view shows parking, security fences for 
both Caltrain and BART, and a metal utility building. The grade 
separation is designed to be utilitarian and not welcoming. There are 
many examples of aerial railway structures that are designed to be 
inviting to pass beneath.  Detailed design of grade separtations and 
appropriate mitigation of impacts will be determined at the project 
level. 
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I241-18 
As shown in the 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material, the Authority evaluated alternatives using 
established methods and uniform criteria for all alternatives.  While 
cost was part of this evaluation, many additional factors were 
considered, please see Standard Response 10.   

The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded its July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and 
trench options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening 
for project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website.  See also Standard Responses 3. 

Please see Response to Comment I241–4 regarding public outreach 
that has occurred during this process. 

See Standard Response 3.  Because this is a program-level 
document, the analysis evaluated impacts to educational and other 
community facilities on a broad-scale.  Potential project-specific 
effects on all schools in the study area will be evaluated at the 
project-level.  The Authority will consider the comment as part of the 
project-level EIR/EIS process. 

Along with other factors in favor of and an evaluation of the impacts, 
the Authority did recognize the benefits of using the existing publicly 
owned rail corridor, please see Chapter 7  of the 2010 Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material.  Mitigation strategies are identified for all of 
the alternatives alignments under consideration in the 2008 Final 
Program EIR.  Additional mitigation strategies are added in the 2010 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material. 

Comments noted. The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded its July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 

tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.  See also Standard Response 3. 

Use and maintenance of the property under an aerial viaduct will be 
determined at a later stage in the design of the HST system and will 
no doubt depend on such factors as the needs of the HST system, 
HST security policies, height of the viaduct, and adjoining land uses.  
The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.17, discusses cumulative 
impacts and mitigation strategies at the program level, and will be 
reviewed in more detail in the project-level EIR. 

I241-19 
The Authority disagrees.  The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material addresses those topics identified in the final judgment for 
the Town of Atherton litigation as requiring corrective work under 
CEQA.  Cumulative impacts was not one of those topics.  Cumulative 
impacts were considered in Chapter 3.17 of the May 2008 Final 
Program EIR.  A list of detailed projects and plans used in the 
analysis are listed and discussed in Appendix 3.17-A.  A definition of 
cumulative impacts per CEQA and NEPA is included in Chapter 3.17.  
Sufficient detail is provided for this program-level analysis, and 
further analysis will be included in the project-level environmental 
analyses, when more detailed engineering, design, and location 
information will be available for the HST system and when future 
projects can be considered in more detail. 

I241-20 
See Standard Response 2 regarding the tiered EIR process and 
Standard Response 3 regarding the level of detail for impacts 
analysis and mitigation in the program-level EIR.  Detailed analysis 
at the project-level EIR/EIS will identify impacts resulting from all 
phases and components of the project construction and operation.  
Feasible mitigation measures will also be discussed at the project-
level. 

I241-21 
See Standard Response 10. 
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I241-22 
Potential impacts from the HST system in terms of visual and EMF 
issues related to the overhead catenary system are discussed in 
Chapter 3.9, Aesthetics, and Chapter  3.6, EMF, respectively of the 
2008 Final Program EIR.  These issues will be reviewed and 
evaluated in more detail during the project level environmental 
process and the Authority will consider the comment as part of the 
project-level EIR/EIS processes.  Third rail systems are not 
compatible with high speed train systems due to train operating 
speeds and power requirements. 

I241-23 
Comment noted. The project-level traffic impact analysis study will 
evaluate the effect of the project on existing and planned pedestrian 
and bicycle facilities. Potential impacts on pedestrian and bicycle 
connections to and across HST facilities will be analyzed. Detailed 
information and analysis of potential traffic impacts including  
impacts to pedestrian and bike facilities and feasible mitigation 
measures will be included in project-level EIR/EISs and documented 
in a Traffic, Transit, Circulation and Parking Report. 

I241-24 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see section entitled Alignment 
Profile Alternatives in Standard Response 10. 

I241-25 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route and vertical profile 
alternatives. 

I241-26 
Comment acknowledged.   

I241-27 
Comment acknowledged. 

I241-28 
A bayside route from Millbrae to Diridon Station in San Jose is not 
feasible for a number of reasons. The most significant are the Don 
Edwards San Francisco Bay National Wildlife Refuge that extends in 
portions on the west side of the bay from Mountain View to Foster 
City and the regulations upon filling the bay, which covers not only 
filling in the bay, but also any structure that crosses the bay, such as 
a bridge or trestle.  

To reach the bay from the Millbrae station would require acquiring a 
right-of-way through the industrial district Millbrae Avenue and 
Broadway in Burlingame. Bypassing Coyote Point bisects a golf 
course. The alignment then passes offshore of neighborhoods in San 
Mateo, Foster City and Redwood City. The Bay south of the San 
Mateo Bridge is mostly protected wildlife refuges, not industrial. 

A bayside route would also require a high crossing to allow access to 
the Port of Redwood City and any other U.S. Coast Guard-designated 
navigable waters. The alignment would also need to avoid FAA-
designated airspace at the Palo Alto airport and Moffett Field. 

I241-29 
Comment acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter I242 (Melissa Selcher, April 22, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I242 (Melissa Selcher, April 22, 2010) 

I242-1 
The Authority has sought to utilize existing transportation corridors, 
like the Caltrain corridor, to the greatest extent feasible to minimize 
environmental impacts.  However, the March 2010 Revised Draft EIR 
Material identified that some limited right-of-way acquisition would 
be required along the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and 
San Jose in some narrow areas.  The Authority Board committed in 
July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize 
potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade 
between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Specific property that may be 
necessary to implement a particular project level alignment 
alternative will be addressed during the project-level environmental 
process. 
 
Eminent domain is the inherent power of the government to acquire 
private property for public use. The owners of such private property 
shall not be deprived of their property without just compensation as 
provided in the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United 
States Constitution and Article I of the California Constitution.  Any 
property acquisition and relocation will be required to comply with 
the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act (Uniform Act) of 1970 as amended and Title 
VI and Title VIII of the Civil Rights Acts of 1964 and 1968, 
respectively.  See Standard Response 7.    

I242-2 
The Authority disagrees with the comment that an at-grade or aerial 
alignment between San Jose and San Francisco will result in more 
deaths due to street-level accidents, or that the HST system will 
encourage “death by HST.”  The HST project under consideration in 
this Program EIR includes grade separations to fully separate the 
HST from local automobile and pedestrian traffic.  The HST project is 
therefore anticipated to improve existing safety conditions in those 

areas like the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and San Jose 
that have current problems with pedestrian/auto/rail accidents due 
to auto/rail grade crossings.  The HST project also includes a fully 
access-controlled guideway with intrusion monitoring.  The access 
controls on the HST guideway, combined with the grade separation, 
are anticipated to eliminate rather than increase the current 
condition on the Caltrain corridor where the easy pedestrian access 
to the rail tracks has resulted in the unfortunate problem of suicide 
deaths on the corridor.  The Authority notes that high-speed train 
speeds along the Caltrain corridor would not exceed 125 mph.   

I242-3 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Hazardous materials and 
wastes was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.11 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed information and analysis 
on potential hazardous materials/waste impacts and mitigation 
measures including those related to arsenic and naturally occurring 
asbestos will be included in project-level environmental documents.    
 
As part of the project-level environmental documents, a subsequent 
hazardous materials/waste analysis consisting of an environmental 
site assessment will be conducted to further analyze identified 
hazardous materials/waste sites and to further analyze and 
document the potential impacts related to the proposed project.  
This analysis will be prepared in conformance with the ASTM 
guidelines for preparing an environmental site assessment (E1527-
05).  Based on the information presented in the project-level 
environmental site assessment, a determination will be made 
regarding any sites that will need to have a Phase II environmental 
site assessment performed.  This recommendation for a Phase II 
assessment, along with the implementation of any recommendations 
made in the document prepared in conjunction with the Phase II 
assessment, would be identified as a mitigation measure for 
addressing the potential contamination sites along the identified 
alignment that require further investigation regarding hazardous 
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materials/waste.  The assessment document would specify that the 
Phase II environmental assessment must be prepared in 
conformance with the ASTM Standards Related to the Phase II 
Environmental Site Assessment Process (E1903-01). 
 
A mitigation strategy identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR was 
the preparation of a Site Management Program/ Contingency Plan 
prior to construction to address known and potential hazardous 
material issues, including:  measures to address management of 
contaminated soil and groundwater; a site-specific Health and Safety 
Plan (HASP), including measures to protect construction workers and 
general public; and procedures to protect workers and the general 
public in the event that unknown contamination or buried hazards 
are encountered.   

I242-4 
See Response to Comment I040-4 regarding noise and vibration.   

I242-5 
See Response to Comment I040-5. 

I242-6 
The proposed alignment along the Caltrain corridor between San 
Francisco and San Jose is approximately 50 linear miles.  It is not 
considered feasible or practicable to have a tunnel for this distance.  
Nevertheless, the Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.   See also Standard Response 3 
regarding level of detail. 

 
The commenter states that the HST should consider terminate in 
San Jose. The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs 
did evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not 
travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  
 
The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   
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Comment Letter I243 (Russ Cohen, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I243 (Russ Cohen, April 26, 2010) 

I243-1 
The visual assessment in Chapter 3.9 of the 2008 Final Program EIR 
considered the visual impact in Burlingame and produced a 
photosimulation that was presented in the document. The 
simulation, based on program-level design, considered that the 
distance measured between the tree canopy lining the right-of-way 
in Burlingame would be between 75 and 85 feet. This distance was 
compared to the width of the Caltrain right-of-way south of SR 84, 
Woodside Road, in Redwood City, where there are already four 
tracks for Caltrain. The total width of the right-of-way in that section 
would be about 77 feet, as measured from an aerial photo. This lead 
to the determination that four tracks could be accommodated 
without removal of the existing trees.  

I243-2 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Public parks and recreation 
was not one of those topics.  Parks and recreational issues are 
discussed Chapter 3.16 Section 4(f) and 6(f) Resources (Public Parks 
and Recreation) of the 2008 Final Program EIR.  A study area of 900 
feet on either side of the HST centerline was used to identify 
resources at the program level.  More detailed analyses related to 
impacts on recreational resources during construction and operation, 
including the parks listed in the comment, will be performed during 
the project-level EIR/EIS analysis when more detailed design and 
location information will be available.  See Chapter 3.4, Noise and 
Vibration, and Chapter 3.9, Aesthetics and Visual Resources, 
regarding impacts and mitigation strategies.  See also Standard 
Response 3. 

I243-3 
The Authority disagrees with your statement regarding future 
propulsion for railways. Existing diesel locomotives function like 
hybrids, with a diesel generator supplying power to electric motor 
that power the wheels. All HST systems (150 mph+) are 100% 
electrified. 

I243-4 
See Standard Response 6. 
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Comment Letter I244 (Joel Selcher, April 22, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I244 (Joel Selcher, April 22, 2010) 

I244-1 
The Authority has sought to utilize existing transportation corridors, 
like the Caltrain corridor, to the greatest extent feasible to minimize 
environmental impacts.  However, the March 2010 Revised Draft EIR 
Material identified that some limited right-of-way acquisition would 
be required along the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and 
San Jose in some narrow areas.  The Authority Board committed in 
July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize 
potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade 
between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Specific property that may be 
necessary to implement a particular project level alignment 
alternative will be addressed during the project-level environmental 
process. 
 
Eminent domain is the inherent power of the government to acquire 
private property for public use. The owners of such private property 
shall not be deprived of their property without just compensation as 
provided in the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United 
States Constitution and Article I of the California Constitution.  Any 
property acquisition and relocation will be required to comply with 
the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act (Uniform Act) of 1970 as amended and Title 
VI and Title VIII of the Civil Rights Acts of 1964 and 1968, 
respectively. See Standard Response 7.   

I244-2 
The Authority disagrees with the comment that an at-grade or aerial 
alignment between San Jose and San Francisco will result in more 
deaths due to street-level accidents, or that the HST system will 
encourage “death by HST.”  The HST project under consideration in 
this Program EIR includes grade separations to fully separate the 
HST from local automobile and pedestrian traffic.  The HST project is 

therefore anticipated to improve existing safety conditions in those 
areas like the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and San Jose 
that have current problems with pedestrian/auto/rail accidents due 
to auto/rail grade crossings.  The HST project also includes a fully 
access-controlled guideway with intrusion monitoring.  The access 
controls on the HST guideway, combined with the grade separation, 
are anticipated to eliminate rather than increase the current 
condition on the Caltrain corridor where the easy pedestrian access 
to the rail tracks has resulted in the unfortunate problem of suicide 
deaths on the corridor.  The Authority notes that high-speed train 
speeds along the Caltrain corridor would not exceed 125 mph.   

I244-3 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Hazardous materials and 
wastes was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.11 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed information and analysis 
on potential hazardous materials/waste impacts and mitigation 
measures including those related to arsenic and naturally occurring 
asbestos will be included in project-level environmental documents.    
 
As part of the project-level environmental documents, a subsequent 
hazardous materials/waste analysis consisting of an environmental 
site assessment will be conducted to further analyze identified 
hazardous materials/waste sites and to further analyze and 
document the potential impacts related to the proposed project.  
This analysis will be prepared in conformance with the ASTM 
guidelines for preparing an environmental site assessment (E1527-
05).  Based on the information presented in the project-level 
environmental site assessment, a determination will be made 
regarding any sites that will need to have a Phase II environmental 
site assessment performed.  This recommendation for a Phase II 
assessment, along with the implementation of any recommendations 
made in the document prepared in conjunction with the Phase II 
assessment, would be identified as a mitigation measure for 
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addressing the potential contamination sites along the identified 
alignment that require further investigation regarding hazardous 
materials/waste.  The assessment document would specify that the 
Phase II environmental assessment must be prepared in 
conformance with the ASTM Standards Related to the Phase II 
Environmental Site Assessment Process (E1903-01). 
 
A mitigation strategy identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR was 
the preparation of a Site Management Program/ Contingency Plan 
prior to construction to address known and potential hazardous 
material issues, including:  measures to address management of 
contaminated soil and groundwater; a site-specific Health and Safety 
Plan (HASP), including measures to protect construction workers and 
general public; and procedures to protect workers and the general 
public in the event that unknown contamination or buried hazards 
are encountered.   

I244-4 
See Response to Comment I040-4 regarding noise and vibration.   

I244-5 
See Response to Comment I040-5. 

I244-6 
The proposed alignment along the Caltrain corridor between San 
Francisco and San Jose is approximately 50 linear miles.  It is not 
considered feasible or practicable to have a tunnel for this distance.  
Nevertheless, the Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 

Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.   See also Standard Response 3 
regarding level of detail. 
 
The commenter states that the HST should consider terminate in 
San Jose. The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs 
did evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not 
travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  
 
The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   
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Comment Letter I245 (Gia Agresta, April 20, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I245 (Gia Agresta, April 20, 2010) 

I245-1 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Hazardous materials and 
wastes was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.11 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed information and analysis 
on potential hazardous materials/waste impacts and mitigation 
measures including those related to arsenic and naturally occurring 
asbestos will be included in project-level environmental documents.    
 
As part of the project-level environmental documents, a subsequent 
hazardous materials/waste analysis consisting of an environmental 
site assessment will be conducted to further analyze identified 
hazardous materials/waste sites and to further analyze and 
document the potential impacts related to the proposed project.  
This analysis will be prepared in conformance with the ASTM 
guidelines for preparing an environmental site assessment (E1527-
05).  Based on the information presented in the project-level 
environmental site assessment, a determination will be made 
regarding any sites that will need to have a Phase II environmental 
site assessment performed.  This recommendation for a Phase II 
assessment, along with the implementation of any recommendations 
made in the document prepared in conjunction with the Phase II 
assessment, would be identified as a mitigation measure for 
addressing the potential contamination sites along the identified 
alignment that require further investigation regarding hazardous 
materials/waste.  The assessment document would specify that the 
Phase II environmental assessment must be prepared in 
conformance with the ASTM Standards Related to the Phase II 
Environmental Site Assessment Process (E1903-01). 
 
A mitigation strategy identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR was 
the preparation of a Site Management Program/ Contingency Plan 
prior to construction to address known and potential hazardous 
material issues, including:  measures to address management of 
contaminated soil and groundwater; a site-specific Health and Safety 

Plan (HASP), including measures to protect construction workers and 
general public; and procedures to protect workers and the general 
public in the event that unknown contamination or buried hazards 
are encountered.   

I245-2 
See Response to Comment I040-4 regarding noise and vibration.   

I245-3 
See Response to Comment I040-5. 

I245-4 
The proposed alignment along the Caltrain corridor between San 
Francisco and San Jose is approximately 50 linear miles.  It is not 
considered feasible or practicable to have a tunnel for this distance.  
Nevertheless, the Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.   See also Standard Response 3 
regarding level of detail. 
 
The commenter states that the HST should consider terminate in 
San Jose. The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs 
did evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not 
travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
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service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  
 
The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   
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Comment Letter I246 (Helen Stevens, April 24, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I246 (Helen Stevens, April 24, 2010) 

I246-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

I246-2 
The Authority disagrees with the commenter’s statement. 

I246-3 
It is unclear what the comment is stating. Caltrain runs from San 
Jose (and Gilroy) to San Francisco and Burlingame would retain 
access to Caltrain. The closest HST station to Burlingame identified 
in the 2008 Final Program EIR is at the existing Caltrain/BART 
Millbrae station, which is immediately adjacent to the northern city 
limit of Burlingame. 

I246-4 
The commenter states that the HST should consider terminate in 
San Jose. The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs 
did evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not 
travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 

service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  

The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   

I246-5 
BART recently identified a surplus to allow it to consider lowering 
fares. We assume you are referring to Caltrain, not Caltrans. They 
continue to have strong ridership and revenue but the state removed 
its historic share of transit operating funds.  

While Eurotunnel (the company that owns the Channel Tunnel, or 
Chunnel) did struggle initially, it has been profitable since 2007. 

I246-6 
The Authority disagrees with your statement. For more information 
on the funding plan, please see the Authority's Business Plan. 

I246-7 
This comment addresses potential impacts to communities within the 
Bay Area, particularly in Burlingame, including noise, vibration, 
schools, and community impacts.  Comment acknowledged.  The 
2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would result 
in significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 21 network 
alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse environmental 
impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The EIR identified 
mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to the greatest 
extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that regardless of 
alternative selected, significant adverse environmental impacts are 
anticipated, though the scale and location of these impacts may 
differ between alternatives. 
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The comment also states that impacts could be eliminated or 
reduced by choosing a different route, suggesting one that parallels 
U.S. 101.   

Please see Standard Response 10. 

I246-8 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.  The May 2008 
Final Program EIR identified general mitigation strategies to avoid or 
minimize significant environmental impacts.  Mitigation strategies are 
general methods of avoiding and minimizing impacts that can refined 
and tailored to project specific circumstances at the next tier of 
environmental review.  The Authority will consider adopting these 
strategies when it makes a new program-level decision.   

I246-9 
Comment acknowledged.  We believe this Revised Final Program EIR 
complies with CEQA and that it is not necessary to start the program 
EIR process anew.  Regarding proposed alternatives for further 
study, please see Standard Response 10. 
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Comment Letter I247 (Iavor Boyanov, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I247 (Iavor Boyanov, April 26, 2010) 

I247-1 
Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified impacts 
along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation strategies to 
address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts than previously 
anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting mitigation 
strategies to address significant impacts on the natural environment, 
communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new decision. 

The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 21 
network alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse 
environmental impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The 
EIR identified mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to 
the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that 
regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse environmental 
impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location of these 
impacts may differ between alternatives.  Accordingly, a change in 
the alternative selected would reduce or eliminate impacts along a 
particular alignment but would not eliminate altogether the impacts 
of constructing and/or implementing the HST system. See Standard 
Response 10. 

I247-2 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.  The May 2008 
Final Program EIR identified general mitigation strategies to avoid or 
minimize significant environmental impacts.  Mitigation strategies are 
general methods of avoiding and minimizing impacts that can refined 
and tailored to project specific circumstances at the next tier of 
environmental review.  The Authority will consider adopting these 
strategies when it makes a new program-level decision.   

I247-3 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.  See 
also Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 

 

 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-736

 
 

Comment Letter I248 (Betsy McGinn, April 25, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I248 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I248 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I248 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I248 (Betsy McGinn, April 25, 2010) 

I248-1 
This comment addresses potential impacts to communities within the 
Bay Area, particularly in Burlingame.  Comment acknowledged.  The 
2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would result 
in significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 21 network 
alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse environmental 
impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The EIR identified 
mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to the greatest 
extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that regardless of 
alternative selected, significant adverse environmental impacts are 
anticipated, though the scale and location of these impacts may 
differ between alternatives. 

I248-2 
See Response to Comment I248-1.  The Authority disagrees that 
impacts and mitigation measures were not properly investigated.  
The current Revised Draft Program EIR Material is part of a first-tier, 
programmatic environmental review process examining the impacts 
of 21 network alternatives at a broad level of detail.  See Standard 
Response 6 regarding potential project effects on quality of life. 

I248-3 
Comment noted regarding Proposition 1A.   The 2008 Final Program 
EIR studied potential HST alternatives along highways 280 and 101, 
but these were not included in the preferred alternative.  The 
Superior Court judgment in the Town of Atherton case did not 
require additional work under CEQA to study potential HST 
alternatives on SR 280 or US 101. 

I248-4 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   

I248-5 
The studies will be conducted in accordance with the Federal 
Railroad Administration (FRA) procedures presented in the High-

Speed Ground Transportation Noise and Vibration Impact 
Assessment Report prepared October 2005.  The FRA Guidance 
Manual reflects the result of research conducted for the FRA and is 
presented as part of FRA's efforts to provide guidance in the 
consideration of HST as a transportation option in those intercity 
corridors where it has the potential to be a cost effective and 
environmentally sound component of the intermodal transportation 
system.  See also Standard Response 5. 

I248-6 
See Standard Responses 3 and 5. More detailed information and 
analysis of vibration impacts and mitigation will be included in 
project-level EIR/EISs.   

I248-7 
See Response to Comment 1136-7. 

I248-8 
The visual assessment in Chapter 3.9 of the 2008 Final Program EIR 
considered the visual impact in Burlingame and produced a 
photosimulation that was presented in the document. The 
simulation, based on program-level design, considered that the 
distance measured between the tree canopy lining the right-of-way 
in Burlingame would be between 75 and 85 feet. This distance was 
compared to the width of the Caltrain right-of-way south of SR 84, 
Woodside Road, in Redwood City, where there are already four 
tracks for Caltrain. The total width of the right-of-way in that section 
would be about 77 feet, as measured from an aerial photo. This lead 
to the determination that four tracks could be accommodated 
without removal of the existing trees.  

I248-9 
The ability to add the two tracks to the existing Caltrain alignment 
and design a grade separation that would not visually dominate the 
existing Burlingame station lead to the visual impact ranking in the 
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2008 Final Program EIR. From downtown, the station would remain 
the dominant feature at the foot of Burlingame Avenue. The 
eucalyptus trees would remain the dominant visual item along 
California Drive and Carolan Avenue. 

I248-10 
The locations presented in by the commenter from San Carlos are in 
industrial or commercial areas, where there is a greater probability 
of bleak vistas. It appears that the photo of a pile of rubble against 
the elevated right-of-way is near a site north of Holly Street where 
an empty lot is proposed for a transit-oriented development, not part 
of this project.  At the San Carlos Caltrain station, the elevated 
station could be landscaped and use similar materials as the historic 
depot to blend in with the environment. 

I248-11 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Hazardous materials and 
wastes was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.11 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed information and analysis 
on potential hazardous materials/waste impacts and mitigation 
measures including those related to arsenic and naturally occurring 
asbestos will be included in project-level environmental documents.    
 
As part of the project-level environmental documents, a subsequent 
hazardous materials/waste analysis consisting of an environmental 
site assessment will be conducted to further analyze identified 
hazardous materials/waste sites and to further analyze and 
document the potential impacts related to the proposed project.  
This analysis will be prepared in conformance with the ASTM 
guidelines for preparing an environmental site assessment (E1527-
05).  Based on the information presented in the project-level 
environmental site assessment, a determination will be made 
regarding any sites that will need to have a Phase II environmental 
site assessment performed.  This recommendation for a Phase II 
assessment, along with the implementation of any recommendations 
made in the document prepared in conjunction with the Phase II 

assessment, would be identified as a mitigation measure for 
addressing the potential contamination sites along the identified 
alignment that require further investigation regarding hazardous 
materials/waste.  The assessment document would specify that the 
Phase II environmental assessment must be prepared in 
conformance with the ASTM Standards Related to the Phase II 
Environmental Site Assessment Process (E1903-01). 
 
A mitigation strategy identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR was 
the preparation of a Site Management Program/ Contingency Plan 
prior to construction to address known and potential hazardous 
material issues, including:  measures to address management of 
contaminated soil and groundwater; a site-specific Health and Safety 
Plan (HASP), including measures to protect construction workers and 
general public; and procedures to protect workers and the general 
public in the event that unknown contamination or buried hazards 
are encountered.   

I248-12 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I248-13 
Please see Response to Comment O004–11 regarding the benefit of 
HST in the Caltrain Corridor.  Caltrain will benefit from the creation 
of a fully grade-separate right of way, allowing trains to operate 
more safely be eliminating at-grade traffic and pedestrian crossings. 
Most residents would see a benefit, as travel across the rail corridor 
would no longer be disrupted by waiting for trains at grade 
crossings. Neighbors who now hear the mandated blowing of a horn 
when any train approaches a grade crossing would have this 
eliminated. Grade seperations wuold also allow traffic to flow more 
effeciently and thereby improve air quality.   

I248-14 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   
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The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA. 
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Comment Letter I249 (Jane A. Behrens, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I249 (Jane A. Behrens, April 26, 2010) 

I249-1 
See Response to Comment I002-2 regarding noise and vibration.    

I249-2 
The Program EIR depicts four tracks through Burlingame for Caltrain 
and HST. Regarding undergrounding of the tracks, see Standard 
Response 10 regarding vertical profile alternatives. 

I249-3 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted in a finding of 
no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  In addition, 
construction of grade separations where none previously existing 
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.  The 
Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade between San Francisco and San 
Jose.  Although the Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program 
decision, the commitment to examine profile alternatives has been 
carried forward into the project level alternatives screening.   

I249-4 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I249-5 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 
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Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I249-6 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I249-7 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant and unavoidable impacts to the physical 
environment.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies to address 

these impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR 
discloses that regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse 
environmental impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location 
of these impacts may differ between alternatives.  Accordingly, a 
change in the alternative selected would reduce or eliminate impacts 
to trees and vegetation along a particular alignment but would not 
eliminate altogether the impacts of constructing and/or 
implementing the HST system.  

I249-8 
See Standard Response 5.  Site specific noise/vibration, construction, 
and train operational impacts on sensitive receptors such as schools, 
will be part of subsequent project-level environmental documents.  
The Authority will consider the comment as part of the project-level 
EIR/EIS processes. 

I249-9 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Like the original Bay Area to 
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a 
programmatic level of detail.  Site specific noise analysis, including a 
detailed evaluation of impacts to sensitive receptors such as schools, 
will be part of subsequent project-level EIR/EISs.  The Authority will 
consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes. 

I249-10 
The Authority appreciates the comment.  Site specific noise, air 
quality, and accessibility impacts during construction and operation 
of the HST to sensitive receptors such as schools, will be part of 
subsequent project-level environmental documents.  The Authority 
will consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS 
processes. 

I249-11 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 
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I249-12 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I250 (Iglika Boyanova, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I250 (Iglika Boyanova, April 26, 2010) 

I250-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

I250-2 
See Standard Response 3.     

More detailed information and analysis of  noise and vibration 
impacts and mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  
This analysis will also include  cumulative impacts from existing and 
proposed noise sources.   
The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded its July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and 
trench options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening 
for project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website.  

I250-3 
The visual assessment in Chapter 3.9 of the 2008 Final Program EIR 
considered the visual impact in Burlingame and produced a 
photosimulation that was presented in the document. The 
simulation, based on program-level design, considered that the 
distance measured between the tree canopy lining the right-of-way 

in Burlingame would be between 75 and 85 feet. This distance was 
compared to the width of the Caltrain right-of-way south of SR 84, 
Woodside Road, in Redwood City, where there are already four 
tracks for Caltrain. The total width of the right-of-way in that section 
would be about 77 feet, as measured from an aerial photo. This lead 
to the determination that four tracks could be accommodated 
without removal of the existing trees.  

I250-4 
The infrastructure for overhead electrification would be visible, but 
its visibility would be low.  Consider that San Francisco's Union 
Square is bounded on two sides by overhead wires to power the 
City's electric buses. These wires and their poles, over busy city 
streets, are not highly visible at all and do not comprise part of one's 
visual memory of Union Square. 

I250-5 
The comment raises serval issues related to public safety, including 
shoo-fly trackts, station location, and Burlington High School.  
Comment also exresses concernns about community division.  
Comment acknowledged.  The 2008 Final Program EIR identified 
that the HST project would result in significant impacts to the 
physical environment.  The 21 network alternatives studied in the 
EIR each involve adverse environmental impacts, along with 
substantial project benefits.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies 
to address the adverse impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In 
addition, the EIR discloses that regardless of alternative selected, 
significant adverse environmental impacts are anticipated, though 
the scale and location of these impacts may differ between 
alternatives. 
 
Additional site-specific analysis of community division and public 
safety impacts will be conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs. 
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I250-6 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA. 
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Comment Letter I251 (Jenny Lau, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I251 (Jenny Lau, April 26, 2010) 

I251-1 
The Authority disagrees that impacts and mitigation measures were 
not properly investigated.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of a first-tier, programmatic environmental review 
process examining the impacts of 21 network alternatives at a broad 
level of detail. 

I251-2 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I251-3 
See Standard Response 3.     

More detailed information and analysis of noise and vibration 
impacts and mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  
This analysis will include  impacts at sensitive receivers, such as 
residences, schools, and parks. 

The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Like the original Bay Area to 
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a 
programmatic level of detail.  Site specific noise analysis, including a 
detailed evaluation of impacts to sensitive receptors such as schools, 
will be part of subsequent project-level EIR/EISs.  The Authority will 
consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes. 

I251-4 
See Response to Comment 1017-4.  See also Standard Response 6. 

I251-5 
Comment acknowledged.  We disagree that the ridership forecasts 
are overstated.  See Standard Response 4.   

I251-6 
Comment acknowledged. See Standard Response 10 regarding 
vertical profile alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I252 (Jeff Londer, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I252 (Jeff Londer, April 26, 2010) 

I252-1 
See Response to Comment I011-13. 

I252-2 
High-speed rail ridership forecasts are not an area identified by the 
Superior Court in the Town of Atherton case for further corrective 
work under CEQA.  The model development process and the 
resulting ridership estimates are described in Chapter 2 of the May 
2008 Final Program EIR, pages 2-11 and 2-12.  The modeling 
reports describing the model development process are available on 
the Authority's website, www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov, Ridership and 
Revenue Forecasting Study.  See Standard Response 4.  

I252-3 
The impacts associated with additional parking facilities are 
addressed in the May 2008 Final Program, including the potential 
demand for parking and the land use effects associated with adding 
parking facilities. 

I252-4 
See Standard Response 4.  Station design and facilities, including car 
rental areas and drop-off areas are beyond the scope of the program 
analysis, although included in the overall station footprint. The 
project level environmental process will provide a more detailed 
evaluation of issues surrounding station design and facilities.  See 
also Standard Response 3.    

I252-5 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA. 
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Comment Letter I253 (Kent Lauder, April 8, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I253 (Kent Lauder, April 8, 2010) 

I253-1 
Comments acknowledged. Please see Standard Response 8 for 
information on the Business Plan regarding funding. Over 45 years in 
many countries around the world, HST has repeatedly proven its 
ability to cover its operating costs and return a profit. The project 
continues to be pursued because the voters of the State of California 
approved it in November 2008, approving $9 billion in state bonds. 

I253-2 
See Response to Comment I011-13. 

I253-3 
We disagree that project cost estimates have been understated and 
ridership overstated.  See Standard Response 4. 

I253-4 
We disagree.  The 2009 Business Plan as revised in April 2010 
provides the business case for high-speed rail in California, including 
a finance plan for funding project construction and updated ridership 
demonstrating revenues in excess of operations and maintenance 
costs.  See also Standard Response 4. 

I253-5 
Comment acknowledged.   

I253-6 
The ridership forecasts are consistent with those found in other 
systems worldwide.  See Standard Response 4. 

I253-7 
Analysis performed to date indicates that the HST system will 
generate revenues in excess of operating costs for Phase 1.  See 
also Standard Response 4. 
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Comment Letter I254 (Thomas Paine, April 26, 2010) 

  



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-757

 
 

Comment Letter I254 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I254 (Thomas Paine, April 26, 2010) 

I254-1 
The comment expresses concerns about potential impacts to 
Burlingame from an elevated alignment, including community 
division, visual quality,  traffic, cultural resources (Franchard 
eucalyptus grove), and arsenic exposure impacts.   Comment 
acknowledged.  The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST 
project would result in significant impacts to the physical 
environment.  The 21 network alternatives studied in the EIR each 
involve adverse environmental impacts, along with substantial 
project benefits.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies to address 
the adverse impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the 
EIR discloses that regardless of alternative selected, significant 
adverse environmental impacts are anticipated, though the scale and 
location of these impacts may differ between alternatives. 
 
Additional site-specific analysis of community division, visual quality,  
traffic, cultural resources, and arsenic exposure impacts will be 
conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs. 

I254-2 
Comment acknowledged. 

I254-3 
See Standard Response 3.     

More detailed information and analysis of noise and air quality 
impacts and mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.   

I254-4 
The comment addresses visual blight, noise and vibration, and 
particulate pollution,and how these impacts affect quality of life and 
property values.  As discussed in the Response to Comment I254-1, 
the 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant impacts to the physical environment, and these 
impacts will be further addressed in the project-level EIR/EISs.  See 
Standard Response 6 regarding the requirements of CEQA and 
quality of life impacts and property values. 

I254-5 
The Authority disagrees with the commenter’s statements.  See 
Standard Response 10 regarding route and vertical profile 
alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I255 (Jennifer and Juergen Pfaff, April 4, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I255 (Jennifer and Juergen Pfaff, April 4, 2010) 

I255-1 
Comment noted.  The revised project description between San Jose 
and Gilroy would not result in changes to the discussion of cultural 
resources beyond what was identified in the 2010 Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material related to Keesling's shade trees.  The analysis 
for cultural resources is included in the May 2008 Final Program EIR, 
Chapter 3.12, Cultural Resources and Paleontological Resources, and 
Appendix 3.12-A. Under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act (36 CFR § 800), the procedures to be followed at 
the project level include identification of resources (such as those in 
Burlingame), evaluation of their significance under the National 
Register of Historic Places and CEQA, identification of any substantial 
adverse effects, and evaluation of potential mitigation measures.  
Specific resources within the Area of Potential Effects will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because the identification of 
potentially affected resources and project effects and mitigation are 
dependent on the HST location and system design, and can only be 
done at the project level. More detailed information and analysis of 
noise and vibration impacts and mitigation will be included in 
project-level EIR/EISs.  See Standard Responses 3 and 5. 
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Comment Letter I256 (Pfaff Family, April 20, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I256 (Pfaff Family, April 20, 2010) 

I256-1 
This comment relates to the Authority's Business Plan rather than to 
the EIR.  Please see Standard Response 8. 
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Comment Letter I257 (Jennifer and Juergen Pfaff, March 14, 2010) 

  



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-764

 
 

Response to Letter I257 (Jennifer and Juergen Pfff, March 14, 2010) 

I257-1 
Comment noted as to Proposition 1A.   The Revised Draft Program 
EIR material addresses topics noted by the Superior Court judgment 
in the Town of Atherton case as requiring additional CEQA work.  
The court's judgment did not find that the treatment of alternatives 
in the 2008 Final Program EIR was unfair or biased.  See Standard 
Responses 2 (tiered process), 3 (level of detail), and 8 (Authority’s 
Business Plan). 
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Comment Letter I258 (Jack Pacheco, April 15, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I258 (Jack Pacheco, April 15, 2010) 

I258-1 
The comment expresses a belief that the HST would need to go 
underground in San Mateo County or it will be killed by lawsuits.  
The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded its July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and 
trench options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening 
for project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website. 
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Comment Letter I259 (Ying Pan, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I259 (Ying Pan, April 29, 2010) 

I259-1 
Comment acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter I260 (Edna L. Steele, April 25, 2010) 

 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-770

 
 

Response to Letter I260 (Edna L. Steele, April 25, 2010) 

I260-1 
The comment expresses concerns about noise and vibration, 
community division, and the destruction of trees.  Comment 
acknowledged.  The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST 
project would result in significant impacts to the physical 
environment.  The 21 network alternatives studied in the EIR each 
involve adverse environmental impacts, along with substantial 
project benefits.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies to address 
the adverse impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the 
EIR discloses that regardless of alternative selected, significant 
adverse environmental impacts are anticipated, though the scale and 
location of these impacts may differ between alternatives. 
 
Additional site-specific analysis of noise and vibration, community 
division, and the trees/landscaping impacts will be conducted for the 
project-level EIR/EISs. 

I260-2 
The commenter states that the HST should consider terminate in 
San Jose. The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs 
did evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not 
travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  
 

The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   
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Comment Letter I261 (Pete and Kathy Scopazzi, April 19, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I261 (Pete and Kathy Scopazzi, April 19, 2010) 

I261-1 
This comment is introductory in nature.  See specific responses 
below. 

I261-2 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I261-3 
More detailed information and analysis of construction noise  impacts 
and mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  See 
Standard Responses 3, 5, and 6. 

I261-4 
The visual assessment in Chapter 3.9 of the 2008 Final Program EIR 
considered the visual impact in Burlingame and produced a 
photosimulation that was presented in the document. The 
simulation, based on program-level design, considered that the 
distance measured between the tree canopy lining the right-of-way 
in Burlingame would be between 75 and 85 feet. This distance was 
compared to the width of the Caltrain right-of-way south of SR 84, 
Woodside Road, in Redwood City, where there are already four 
tracks for Caltrain. The total width of the right-of-way in that section 
would be about 77 feet, as measured from an aerial photo. This lead 
to the determination that four tracks could be accommodated 
without removal of the existing trees. With the trees remaining, they 
would remain the dominant visual feature, making the visual impact 
of replacing the existing at-grade railway with HST and Caltrain on a 
retained embankment a low visual impact. 

I261-5 
We acknowledge that the level of detail in the program EIR is 
general.  Detailed engineering and design that will occur at the 
second-tier, project EIR level will provide some of the answers to the 
questions identified in the comment.  See Standard Responses 2 
and 3. 

I261-6 
Reviewing the address in your comment letter, the distance between 
the east side of California Drive (nearest to the Caltrain tracks) and 
the businesses on the east side of the tracks is sufficient for the 
alignment depicted in the program EIR. 

I261-7 
Comment acknowledged. 

I261-8 
This is not a comment on the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.   The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses 
those topics identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton 
litigation as requiring corrective work under CEQA.  The purpose of 
the project was not one of those topics. See Chapter 1, Purpose and 
Need and Objectives, in the 2008 Final Program EIR.   

I261-9 
The comment expresses concerns about property values, acquisition 
of property through eminent domain, and noise impacts.  The 2008 
Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would result in 
significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 21 network 
alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse environmental 
impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The EIR identified 
mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to the greatest 
extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that regardless of 
alternative selected, significant adverse environmental impacts are 
anticipated, though the scale and location of these impacts may 
differ between alternatives. Additional site-specific analysis of 
property acquisition and noise impacts will be conducted for the 
project-level EIR/EISs. See Standard Response 6 regarding project 
impacts on residential property values. 
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I261-10 
See Standard Response 5.  Site specific noise/vibration, construction, 
and train operational impacts on sensitive receptors such as schools, 
will be part of subsequent project-level environmental documents.  
The Authority will consider the comment as part of the project-level 
EIR/EIS processes. 

I261-11 
Comments acknowledged. Please see Standard Response 8 for 
information on the Business Plan regarding funding. Over 45 years in 
many countries around the world, HST has repeatedly proven its 
ability to cover its operating costs and return a profit. 

 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-774

 
 

Comment Letter I262 (Helen Stevens, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I262 (Helen Stevens, April 26, 2010) 

I262-1 
Comment acknowledged.  See also Response to Comment 1017-4. 
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Comment Letter I263 (Linda Taylor, April 12, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I263 (Linda Taylor, April 12, 2010) 

I263-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

The Authority disagrees that impacts and mitigation measures were 
not properly investigated.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of a first-tier, programmatic environmental review 
process examining the impacts of 21 network alternatives at a broad 
level of detail. 

I263-2 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5. 

I263-3 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant and unavoidable impacts to the physical 
environment.  The Final Program EIR identified mitigation strategies 
to address these impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, 
the Final Program EIR discloses that regardless of alternative 
selected, significant adverse environmental impacts are anticipated, 
though the scale and location of these impacts may differ between 
alternatives.  Accordingly, a change in the alternative selected would 
reduce or eliminate impacts to views along a particular alignment but 
would not eliminate altogether the impacts of constructing and/or 
implementing the HST system.  

I263-4 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant and unavoidable impacts to the physical 
environment.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies to address 
these impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR 
discloses that regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse 
environmental impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location 
of these impacts may differ between alternatives.  Accordingly, a 
change in the alternative selected would reduce or eliminate impacts 
to trees and vegetation along a particular alignment but would not 
eliminate altogether the impacts of constructing and/or 
implementing the HST system.  

I263-5 
See Response to Comment I056-2. 

I263-6 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   
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I263-7 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.   
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Comment Letter I264 (Mary-Helen and Kevin McMahon, April 24, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I264 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I264 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I264 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I264 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I264 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I264 (Mary-Helen and Kevin McMahon, April 24, 2010) 

I264-1 
The comment expresses concerns about the cumulative impacts on 
Burlingame of multiple forms of transportation, including HST, 
existing rail, existing airport, and existing traffic, especially related to 
noise, vibration, visual, dust, hazardous waste, and EMF impacts.  
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 21 
network alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse 
environmental impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The 
EIR identified mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to 
the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that 
regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse environmental 
impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location of these 
impacts may differ between alternatives. Additional site-specific 
analysis of noise, vibration, visual, dust, hazardous waste, and EMF 
impacts will be conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs.  

I264-2 
This comment expresses concerns about the impact of an elevated 
alignment, specifically related to noise, vibration, and dust, and the 
effects on the quality of life.  See the Response to Comment I264-1.  
See Standard Response 6 regarding the requirements of CEQA and 
quality of life impacts.  

I264-3 
Section 3.7.1 of the 2008 Final Program EIR/EIS and Section 2.2 of 
the Revised Program EIR Materials define property impacts as 
potential acquisition, displacement and relocation of existing uses, or 
demolition of properties.   Because this is a program-level document, 
the analysis considered the potential for property impacts on a broad 
scale.  Project-specific effects on property will be evaluated at the 
project-level. 

I264-4 
Chapter 2.2, Revised Land Use Analysis: San Jose to Gilroy, in the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material and Chapter 3.7 of the May 2008 
Final Program EIR discus the analysis of land use impacts.  To 
determine potential property impacts, the land uses within 50 ft of 
either side of the existing corridor or within 50 ft of both sides of the 
centerline for new HST alignments were characterized by type and 
density of development. The study area for land use compatibility, 
communities and neighborhoods, and environmental justice is 0.25-
mile on either side of the centerline of the rail and highway corridors 
included in the alignment alternatives and the same distance around 
station location options and other potential HST-related facilities.  
This is the extent of area where the alignment alternative might 
result in changes to land use; the type, density, or patterns of 
development; or socioeconomic conditions.  For the property impacts 
analysis, the study area is narrower as noted above o better 
represent the properties most likely to be affected by the 
improvements in the alignment alternatives.  As noted in Chapter 3 
of the May 2008 Final Program EIR, varying study area widths were 
used for noise/vibration, biological resources and wetlands, cultural 
resources, visual, and parks and recreation.   

I264-5 
See Standard Response 3.  More detailed information and analysis of  
noise and vibration impacts and mitigation will be included in 
project-level EIR/EISs.  This analysis will also include  cumulative 
impacts from existing and proposed noise sources.  For the project-
level noise analysis, engineering will be available at enough detail to 
allow modeling of noise impacts, to the distance where such impacts 
would occur.   

I264-6 
See Standard Response 3.   More detailed information and analysis 
of  noise impacts and mitigation will be included in project-level 
EIR/EISs.  This analysis will also include  cumulative impacts from 
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existing noise sources (such as Caltrain, roadways, and airports) and 
proposed noise sources.  Modeling will consider existing and 
proposed topography and climatic conditions.  It will use the data 
from the project design (train frequency, speeds, physical features, 
maintenance schedules).  Sensitive receivers, such as residences, 
schools, parks, and similar facilities, will be addressed.   

I264-7 
See Standard Response 3.    

More detailed information and analysis of noise mitigation will be 
included in project-level EIR/EISs.   

I264-8 
See the Response to Comment I264-7 regarding noise mitigation.  
The cost of mitigating noise impacts will be considered in the 
project-level analyses.  The Authority Board committed in July 2008 
to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade. Although the 
Authority has rescinded its July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives, including tunnel, will be 
carried into project level alternatives screening if a Peninsula 
alignment moves forward.  

The medium noise impact rating is based on: (1) grade separations 
which would eliminate the need for bells at crossings and for the 
Caltrain trains to sound warning horns as they approach each grade 
crossing; and (2) lower operating speeds resulting in noise levels 
similar to the existing Caltrain operations.  See also Standard 
Responses 3 and 5.   

I264-9 
See Chapter 3.4, Noise and Vibration, in the 2008 Final Program EIR 
regarding vibration impacts and mitigation strategies identified at the 
program level.  More detailed mitigation measures for vibration 
impacts would be developed at the project level when more detailed 
information about HST alignment and location are known.  See also 
Standard Responses 3 and 5.   

I264-10 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Air quality and global climate 
change was not one of those topics.  Refer to Chapter 3.3.6 of the 
2008 Final Program EIR.  It is noted that construction impacts and 
potential mitigation measures would be addressed in subsequent 
project-level EIR/EIS analyses.   More detailed analysis of potential 
operational and construction air quality impacts on sensitive 
receptors, will be provided during project-level environmental 
review, when more detailed information will be available concerning 
system design and placement as well as construction.  Once 
alignments are established, a full construction analysis would be 
conducted.  This analysis will quantify emissions from construction 
vehicles, excavation, worker trips, and other related construction 
activities of constructing the HST systeme (rail, station, maintenance 
facilities, substations, transmission lines, etc.), including traffic 
detours.  Specific mitigation measures, if required, would be 
identified and a construction monitoring program, if required, would 
be established.  It should also be noted that Chapter 3.5, Energy, 
identifies that the energy savings resulting from operation of the 
HST would repay the construction energy consumption in about 4 
years.    

I264-11 
The ridership forecasts used in the 2008 Final Program EIR are 
adequate for the environmental analysis for which they have been 
used.  Chapter 3.1 provides a programmatic analysis of traffic, 
transit, circulatiion and parking.  This was not an area identified by 
teh Superior Court in the Town of Atherton case for further work to 
comply with CEQA.  More detailed discussions of these issues for the 
selected network alterantive will occur in project-level environmental 
documents. 

I264-12 
The visual assessment in Chapter 3.9 of the 2008 Final Program EIR 
considered the visual impact in Burlingame and produced a 
photosimulation that was presented in the document. The 
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simulation, based on program-level design, considered that the 
distance measured between the tree canopy lining the right-of-way 
in Burlingame would be between 75 and 85 feet. This distance was 
compared to the width of the Caltrain right-of-way south of SR 84, 
Woodside Road, in Redwood City, where there are already four 
tracks for Caltrain. The total width of the right-of-way in that section 
would be about 77 feet, as measured from an aerial photo. This lead 
to the determination that four tracks could be accommodated 
without removal of the existing trees. With the trees remaining, they 
would remain the dominant visual feature, making the visual impact 
of replacing the existing at-grade railway with HST and Caltrain on a 
retained embankment a low visual impact. 

The project-level EIR/EIS will analyze the effects of different light 
sources. 

I264-13 
See Standard Response 10. 

I264-14 
The ridership and revenue forecasting model was the subject of peer 
review at three separate stages.  We dissagree that the model or the 
data used were flawed.   The ridership and revenue modeling and 
resulting forecasts provide an appropriate tool for the environmental 
analysis for which it has been used.  See Standard Response 4. 

I264-15 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Electromagnetic fields (EMF) 
was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.6 of the May 
2008 Final Program EIR.  The analysis identified that the HST project 
(and it's electrical supply and facilities) would have minimal 
electromagnetic interference (EMI)/EMF exposures at levels for 
which there are no documented health risks are anticipated and that 
EMI/EMF concerns are less than significant at the programmatic level 
under CEQA and not significant under NEPA.  Furthermore, the 
Authority in the CEQA findings and the FRA in the ROD for the 2005 

Statewide Program EIR/EIS adopted design practices and mitigation 
strategies to address potential EMI/EMF issues for the HST system to 
be applied and refined at the project-level in the future.  It is 
anticipated that the use of the design practices and mitigation 
strategies will reduce exposure to EMFs and reduce the potential for 
EMI with biomedical devices to the lowest practical level.   
 
Standard design practices for overhead catenary power supply 
system substations, transmission lines, and vehicles of the approved 
HST system include the use of appropriate materials, spacing, and, if 
necessary, shielding to avoid potential EMF/EMI impacts and to 
reduce the EMFs and EMI to a practical minimum.  More detailed 
information and analysis on potential EMI/EMF impacts will be 
included in project-level environmental documents.   

I264-16 
See Response to Comment L003-92.  More detailed information and 
analysis on air quality impacts and potential hazardous 
materials/waste impacts and mitigation measures including those 
related to dust particulates, arsenic and naturally occurring asbestos 
will be included in project-level environmental documents.    As part 
of a future Environmental Site Assessment during the project-level 
environmental phase, a database search would be perfomred using 
the most recent NPL, SPL, and SWLF databases and the Cortese 
Database in Gov. Code 65962.5.  The database search would also 
identify sites in other federal, state, and local hazardous 
materials/waste databases in accordance with the ASTM guidelines 
for preparing an environmental site assessment (E1527-00) and 
would also include a review of the United States Geological Survey 
Mineral Resource Data System for the presence of mining facilities 
that may have hazardous materials/wastes issues. 

I264-17 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Cumulative impacts was not 
one of those topics.  Cumulative impacts were considered in Chapter 
3.17 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR.  A list of detailed projects 
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and plans used in the analysis are listed and discussed in Appendix 
3.17-A.  A definition of cumulative impacts per CEQA and NEPA is 
included in Chapter 3.17.  Sufficient detail is provided for this 
program-level analysis, and further analysis will be included in the 
project-level environmental analyses, when more detailed 
engineering, design, and location information will be available for the 
HST system and when future projects can be considered in more 
detail. 

I264-18 
See Response to Comment 1017-4. 

I264-19 
We disagree with the comment.  We believe the 2010 Revised Final 
Program EIR Material complies with the judgment in the Town of 
Atherton case and with CEQA.  We acknowledge the suggestion of 
the cut and cover tunnel option to minimize impacts on the Caltrain 
Corridor.  We also acknowledge the comment suggesting that an 
aerial alternative would require costly mitigation.  Profile variations 
on the Caltrain Corridor and other alignments that may be part of 
the eventually selected alternative will be considered as part of 
project-level environmental review.    
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Comment Letter I265 (David McKean, April 16, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I265 (David McKean, April 16, 2010) 

I265-1 
See Response to Comment 1017-4. 
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Comment Letter I266 (Brian McGinn, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I266 (Brian McGinn, April 25, 2010) 

I266-1 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA. 
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Comment Letter I267 (Pat Giorni, April 25, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I267 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I267 (Pat Giorni, April 25, 2010) 

I267-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The Authority has followed provisions in 
the CEQA Guidelines related to responding to comments where the 
lead agency has recirculated only a portion of an EIR.  Nevertheless, 
the Authority has provided a good-faith, reasoned response, to all of 
the significant environmental issues raised in the comments received 
during the comment period for the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material. 

I267-2 
The Authority disagrees.  Substantial outreach through the 
preparation of the program documents was conducted. The 2010 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics identified 
in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as requiring 
corrective work under CEQA.  Outreach was not one of those topics.  
Please see Chapter 10, Public and Agency Involvement, in the 2008 
Final Program EIR. The Authority conducted scoping activities for the 
Bay Area to Central Valley HST Draft Program EIR/EIS including 
meetings in San Jose, San Francisco and four other cities.  The 
Authority held a total of eight public hearings, including in San Jose 
and San Francisco to present the Draft Program EIR/EIS and to 
receive public comments between August 23, 2007 and September 
26, 2007.  The Authority has endeavored to provide the broadest 
possible notice of the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  
Notification was provided in 8 newspapers including the San 
Francisco Examiner and San Jose Mercury News. A Notice of 
Availability and Notice of a Public Meeting postcard was further 
distributed to over 50,000 individuals identified as part of on-going 
project-level engineering and environmental studies.  The Revised 
Draft Program EIR Material and a Notice of Availability and of a 
Public Meetings was also made available to 16 libraries for public 
viewing.  Two public meetings were held on April 7, 2010 in San 
Jose on the Revised Draft Program EIR. If the Authority proceeds 
with a network alternative that involves Burlingame at the project 

level, the Authority will continue its efforts at public outreach in the  
area.      

I267-3 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives. 

I267-4 
See Response to Comment I102-2. 

I267-5 
See Standard Response 3.   More detailed information and analysis 
of noise, vibration, and air quality impacts and mitigation will be 
included in project-level EIR/EISs.  This analysis will include both 
construction and operational impacts and mitigation. 
The HST system will need to be completely grade separated on the 
peninsula corridor, eliminating both the train horn noise and the bell 
noise from the grade-crossing protection devices. 

I267-6 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Air quality, noise, and energy 
were  not one of those topics.  Refer to Chapters 3.3 and 3.4 of the 
2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed analysis of potential 
operational, maintenance, and construction air quality and noise 
impacts, including dust and vibration, will be provided during 
project-level environmental review, when more detailed information 
will be available concerning system design and placement as well as 
construction.  

The additional 794-MW load that would be placed on statewide 
electricity generating resources by the HST system would not  be 
significant as discussed in Chapter 3.5 of the 2008 Final Program 
EIR.   
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I267-7 
Comment noted. The HST is designed to have fully grade-separated 
tracks for safety reasons. The effects of new grade-separated 
crossings on highway/roadway Level of Service , vehicular trip 
patterns and changes in vehicular accessibility would be evaluated at 
the project-level traffic impact analysis study and documented in a 
Traffic, Transit, Circulation and Parking Report. 

I267-8 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I268 (Minesh Shah, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I268 (Minesh Shah, April 26, 2010) 

I268-1 
Comment acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter I269 (Kerri Belluomini, April 23, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I269 (Kerri Belluomini, April 23, 2010) 

I269-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

The Authority disagrees that impacts and mitigation measures were 
not properly investigated.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of a first-tier, programmatic environmental review 
process examining the impacts of 21 network alternatives at a broad 
level of detail. 

I269-2 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5. 

I269-3 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA. 
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Comment Letter I270 (Beth M. Brown and Kent R. Gaisford, April 2, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I270 (Beth M. Brown and Kent R. Gaisford, April 2, 2010) 

I270-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

The Authority disagrees that impacts and mitigation measures were 
not properly investigated.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of a first-tier, programmatic environmental review 
process examining the impacts of 21 network alternatives at a broad 
level of detail. 

"The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant impacts to the physical environment.  The EIR 
identified mitigation strategies to address noise and vibration 
impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR 
discloses that regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse 
environmental impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location 
of these impacts may differ between alternatives.  Accordingly, a 
change in the alternative selected may reduce or eliminate impacts 
along a particular alignment but would not eliminate altogether the 
impacts of constructing and/or implementing the HST system.  

I270-2 
See Response to Comment I241-5. 

I270-3 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant and unavoidable impacts to the physical 
environment.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies to address 

these impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR 
discloses that regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse 
environmental impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location 
of these impacts may differ between alternatives.  Accordingly, a 
change in the alternative selected would reduce or eliminate impacts 
to trees and vegetation along a particular alignment but would not 
eliminate altogether the impacts of constructing and/or 
implementing the HST system.  

I270-4 
The Authority disagrees with the comment that an alternative route 
or project modification is required to avoid public safety dangers.  
Chapter 1 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR addresses safety for 
major modes of transportation.  The evidence shows that the fully 
grade separated HST systems in Europe and Japan have the lowest 
fatality rates (0 fatalities) of all modes.  The HST project under 
consideration in the Bay Area to Central Valley Program EIR includes 
grade separations that will eliminate existing at-grade crossings of 
rail and local traffic.  The HST project is therefore anticipated to 
improve safety for pedestrians, automobiles, commuter rail, and 
freight rail compared to existing conditions. 

I270-5 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   
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I270-6 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.   
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Comment Letter I271 (Andrew Wallace, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I271 (Andrew Wallace, April 25, 2010) 

I271-1 
See Response to Comment I002-2 regarding noise and vibration.    

I271-2 
See Response to Comment 1017-4. 

I271-3 
"The visual assessment in Chapter 3.9 of the 2008 Final Program EIR 
considered the visual impact in Burlingame and produced a 
photosimulation that was presented in the document. The 
simulation, based on program-level design, considered that the 
distance measured between the tree canopy lining the right-of-way 
in Burlingame would be between 75 and 85 feet. This distance was 
compared to the width of the Caltrain right-of-way south of SR 84, 
Woodside Road, in Redwood City, where there are already four 
tracks for Caltrain. The total width of the right-of-way in that section 
would be about 77 feet, as measured from an aerial photo. This lead 
to the determination that four tracks could be accommodated 
without removal of the existing trees. 

The ability to add the two tracks to the existing Caltrain alignment 
and design a grade separation that would not visually dominate the 
existing Burlingame station lead to the visual impact ranking in the 
2008 Final Program EIR. From downtown, the station would remain 
the dominant feature at the foot of Burlingame Avenue. The 
eucalyptus would remain the dominant visual item along California 
Drive and Carolan Avenue. 

I271-4 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I271-5 
See Standard Response 5. 

I271-6 
The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to 
avoid problems.  The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.  See also Standard Response 3 
regarding level of detail. 
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Comment Letter I272 (James Wald, April 9, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I272 (James Wald, April 9, 2010) 

I272-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

The Authority disagrees that impacts and mitigation measures were 
not properly investigated.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of a first-tier, programmatic environmental review 
process examining the impacts of 21 network alternatives at a broad 
level of detail. 

"The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant impacts to the physical environment.  The EIR 
identified mitigation strategies to address noise and vibration 
impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR 
discloses that regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse 
environmental impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location 
of these impacts may differ between alternatives.  Accordingly, a 
change in the alternative selected may reduce or eliminate impacts 
along a particular alignment but would not eliminate altogether the 
impacts of constructing and/or implementing the HST system.  See 
also Standard Response 3. 

I272-2 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant and unavoidable impacts to the physical 
environment.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies to address 
these impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR 
discloses that regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse 

environmental impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location 
of these impacts may differ between alternatives.  Accordingly, a 
change in the alternative selected would reduce or eliminate impacts 
to trees and vegetation along a particular alignment but would not 
eliminate altogether the impacts of constructing and/or 
implementing the HST system.  

I272-3 
"The visual assessment in Chapter 3.9 of the 2008 Final Program EIR 
considered the visual impact in Burlingame and produced a 
photosimulation that was presented in the document. The 
simulation, based on program-level design, considered that the 
distance measured between the tree canopy lining the right-of-way 
in Burlingame would be between 75 and 85 feet. This distance was 
compared to the width of the Caltrain right-of-way south of SR 84, 
Woodside Road, in Redwood City, where there are already four 
tracks for Caltrain. The total width of the right-of-way in that section 
would be about 77 feet, as measured from an aerial photo. This lead 
to the determination that four tracks could be accommodated 
without removal of the existing trees. 

The ability to add the two tracks to the existing Caltrain alignment 
and design a grade separation that would not visually dominate the 
existing Burlingame station lead to the visual impact ranking in the 
2008 Final Program EIR. From downtown, the station would remain 
the dominant feature at the foot of Burlingame Avenue. The 
eucalyptus would remain the dominant visual item along California 
Drive and Carolan Avenue. 

I272-4 
The detailed maintenance of the HST project's structures will be 
discussed in the Project EIR, currently underway. Procedures for 
maintaing the HST's infrastructure will be detailed in the Project EIR. 
Potential deterrents to graffiti could include introducing vines to the 
concrete surfaces of columns and walls, dense landscaping to 
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obscure columns and walls, and maintenance agreements to ensure 
the timely removal of any potential graffiti. 

The utilization of the area under elevated structures can be analyzed 
at the Project level. Potentially, local jurisdictions could be consulted 
to see what uses they want permitted and to determine the 
responsibility and liability for those uses. As stated in your comment, 
a wide variety of uses are common under elevated structures. 
Examples from existing elevated corridors include linear parks, like 
the Ohlone Trail in the East Bay, or parking, in commercial areas 
where it is desired. There are examples of businesses locating under 
elevated railway structures. Borough Market, in London, is a very 
successful marketplace like the Ferry Building in San Francisco, 
which is under a steel railway junction. A four-track railway crosses 
through Berlin on brick arches. Many poplar restaurants are located 
under the tracks. This thoughtful utilization of space under railway 
structures is repeated throughout the world. 

I272-5 
See Response to Comment I241-5. 

I272-6 
The commenter states that the HST should consider terminate in 
San Jose. The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs 
did evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not 
travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 

Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  
 
The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   

I272-7 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA. 
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Comment Letter I273 (Silicon Valley Law Group, April 25, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I273 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I273 (Silicon Valley Law Group, April 2, 2010) 

I273-1 
See Response to Comment I002-2 regarding noise and vibration.    

I273-2 
The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to 
avoid dividing neighborhoods and causing impacts.  The Authority 
Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to 
avoid and minimize potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, 
aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has rescinded it's July 
2008 program decision, the commitment to examine profile 
alternatives has been carried forward into the project level 
alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and trench 
options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening for 
project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website.  See also Standard Response 3.  

I273-3 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives. 

I273-4 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-

way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I273-5 
Site specific noise/vibration, construction, and train operational 
impacts on sensitive receptors such as schools, will be part of 
subsequent project-level environmental documents.  The Revised 
Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics identified in the 
final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as requiring 
corrective work under CEQA.  Like the original Bay Area to Central 
Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a 
programmatic level of detail.  Site specific noise analysis, including a 
detailed evaluation of impacts to sensitive receptors such as schools, 
will be part of subsequent project-level EIR/EISs.  The Authority will 
consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes. 

I273-6 
See Response to Comment I249-10 regarding ADA. 

I273-7 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 
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Comment Letter I274 (Ellyn Freed, April 22, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I274 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I274 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I274 (Ellyn Freed, April 22, 2010) 

I274-1 
The comment expresses a belief that the impacts of the HST have 
not been adequately addressed.  The Authority disagrees that 
impacts and mitigation measures were not properly investigated.  
The current Revised Draft Program EIR Material is part of a first-tier, 
programmatic environmental review process examining the impacts 
of 21 network alternatives at a broad level of detail.  See also 
Standard Response 2 regarding the tiering process allowed under 
CEQA. 

I274-2 
We do not agree that the Authority has pre-determined the network 
alternative or that it has done so without adequately identifying 
impacts.  CEQA requires a lead agency preparing an EIR make a 
decision after it has completed the EIR process and certified an EIR 
for compliance with CEQA.  This is the process the Authority is 
following here.  In response to the Town of Atherton final judgment, 
the Authority rescinded its prior resolution certifying the 2008 Final 
Program EIR and approving the Pacheco Pass Network Alternative 
serving San Francisco via San Jose.  The Authority has recirculated 
portions of the Program EIR that required corrective work to comply 
with the judgment and with CEQA.  The Authority  is expected to 
make a new decision regarding the adequacy of the Program EIR 
and a new decision on the project at an upcoming noticed meeting 
of the Authority board.  A second-tier, project-level EIR would 
examine impacts in Burlingame in more detail if all or part of the San 
Francisco to San Jose Corridor is selected as part of the network 
alternative to connect the Bay Area with the Central Valley.  We 
disagree that the examples cited in the comment result in a 
predetermination of the network alternative.  The Authority is aware 
of its obligation under CEQA to fairly consider the entire record 
before it prior to making a new decision and to exercise its 
independent judgment. 

I274-3 
See Response to Comment I199-14. 

I274-4 
See Standard Response 3.   More detailed information and analysis 
of noise  impacts and mitigation will be included in project-level 
EIR/EISs.  This analysis will include  impacts at sensitive receivers, 
such as residences, schools, and parks. 

I274-5 
See Response to Comment I199-14. 

I274-6 
Both the 2008 Final Program EIR/EIS and the Revised Draft Program 
EIR addressed existing and future land use compatibility based on 
information from general plans and other regional and local 
transportation planning documents.  These documents were 
examined to assess an alignment alternative's and station location 
option's potential consistency with the goals and objectives defined 
therein.  Because this is a program-level document, the analysis 
evaluated land use compatibility on a broad scale.  Project-specific 
effects on land use, planning and development will be evaluated at 
the project-level.  General Plan references as cited in the 2008 Final 
Program EIR/EIS were current for the period that studies were 
conducted for the Program EIR/EIS.   The project-specific land use 
analysis will reference current land use and planning documents. 

I274-7 
Costs are clearly documented in Chapter 4 of the 2008 Final Program 
EIR. 
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I274-8 
It was determined in the court case of Atherton et al that the 
Authority did present a reasonable range of alternatives and 
examination and analysis of those alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I275 (Annette Doherty, April 15, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I275 (Annette Doherty, April 15, 2010) 

I275-1 
The comment states an opposition to the HST project in the 
Peninsula corridor, believing that the impacts would be life-
alternating and devastating.  Comment acknowledged.  The 2008 
Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would result in 
significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 21 network 
alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse environmental 
impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The EIR identified 
mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to the greatest 
extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that regardless of 
alternative selected, significant adverse environmental impacts are 
anticipated, though the scale and location of these impacts may 
differ between alternatives. Additional site-specific analysis will be 
conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs 

I275-2 
Chapter 2.2, Revised Land Use Analysis: San Jose to Gilroy, in the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material and Chapter 3.7 of the May 2008 
Final Program EIR discus the analysis of land use impacts.  To 
determine potential property impacts, the land uses within 50 ft of 
either side of the existing corridor or within 50 ft of both sides of the 
centerline for new HST alignments were characterized by type and 
density of development. The study area for land use compatibility, 
communities and neighborhoods, and environmental justice is 0.25-
mile on either side of the centerline of the rail and highway corridors 
included in the alignment alternatives and the same distance around 
station location options and other potential HST-related facilities.  
This is the extent of area where the alignment alternative might 
result in changes to land use; the type, density, or patterns of 
development; or socioeconomic conditions.  For the property impacts 
analysis, the study area is narrower as noted above o better 
represent the properties most likely to be affected by the 
improvements in the alignment alternatives.  As noted in Chapter 3 
of the May 2008 Final Program EIR, varying study area widths were 

used for noise/vibration, biological resources and wetlands, cultural 
resources, visual, and parks and recreation.   

I275-3 
As shown in the program-level traffic impact analysis study, although 
HST will increase auto traffic near proposed HST station locations, it 
will attract some long-distance trips from inter-city freeways thereby 
leading to an overall improvement in traffic conditions in the region. 
All impacts due to the project, including residential and potential 
traffic impacts will be analyzed in detail in the project-level traffic 
impact analysis study. 

I275-4 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted in a finding of 
no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  In addition, 
construction of grade separations where none previously existing 
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.  See also 
Standard Response 6 regarding potential project impacts on property 
values. 

I275-5 
See Response to Comment I136-7. 

I275-6 
The visual assessment in Chapter 3.9 of the 2008 Final Program EIR 
considered that the distance measured between the tree canopy 
lining the right-of-way in Burlingame would be between 75 and 85 
feet. This distance was compared to the width of the Caltrain right-
of-way south of SR 84, Woodside Road, in Redwood City, where 
there are already four tracks for Caltrain. The total width of the 
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right-of-way in that section would be about 77 feet, as measured 
from an aerial photo. This lead to the determination that four tracks 
could be accommodated without removal of the existing trees. 

I275-7 
Comment acknowledged.  The cummulative impact of existing train 
operations and HST operations would be evaluated for noise and 
vibration at the project level when more detail regarding HST 
location and design would be available.  Visual impacts are 
addressed in Section 3.9, Aesthetics and Visual Resources, in the 
2008 Final Program EIR.  See also Standard Responses 3 and 5. 

I275-8 
More detailed information and analysis of noise  impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  This analysis 
will include  impacts at sensitive receivers, such as residences, 
schools, and parks.  The HST system will need to be completely 
grade separated on the peninsula corridor, eliminating both the train 
horn noise and the bell noise from the grade-crossing protection 
devices.  See Standard Responses 3 and 5.     

I275-9 
See Response to Comment I028-11. 

I275-10 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Air quality and global climate 

change was not one of those topics.  Refer to Chapter 3.3.6 of the 
2008 Final Program EIR.  It is noted that construction impacts and 
potential mitigation measures would be addressed in subsequent 
project-level EIR/EIS analyses.   More detailed analysis of potential 
operational and construction air quality impacts on sensitive 
receptors, will be provided during project-level environmental 
review, when more detailed information will be available concerning 
system design and placement as well as construction.  Once 
alignments are established, a full construction analysis would be 
conducted.  This analysis will quantify emissions from construction 
vehicles, excavation, worker trips, and other related construction 
activities of constructing the HST systeme (rail, station, maintenance 
facilities, substations, transmission lines, etc.), including traffic 
detours.  Specific mitigation measures, if required, would be 
identified and a construction monitoring program, if required, would 
be established.   

I275-11 
We disagree with the comment.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
discusses the ridership forecasts used in the analysis in Chapter 2.  
See Standard Response 4. 

I275-12 
The Authority disagrees with the commenter’s statements.  See 
Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I276 (Thomas A. Feeney, April 21, 2010) 

  



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-821

 
 

Response to Letter I276 (Thomas A. Feeney, April 21, 2010) 

I276-1 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

I276-2 
See Response to Comment I011-13. 

I276-3 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 21 
network alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse 
environmental impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The 
EIR identified mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to 
the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that 
regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse environmental 
impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location of these 
impacts may differ between alternatives.  Accordingly, a change in 
the alternative selected would reduce or eliminate impacts along a 
particular alignment but would not eliminate altogether the impacts 
of constructing and/or implementing the HST system.  
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Comment Letter I277 (Sue Kaufman, April 27, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I277 (Sue Kaufman, April 27, 2010) 

I277-1 
See Response to Comment I002-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5.  

I277-2 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted in a finding of 
no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  In addition, 
construction of grade separations where none previously existing 
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.  The 
Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade between San Francisco and San 
Jose.  Although the Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program 
decision, the commitment to examine profile alternatives has been 
carried forward into the project level alternatives screening.   

I277-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level. The Authority Board committed in 
July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize 
potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade 
between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening. 
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Comment Letter I278 (Jeff Kafka, April 22, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I278 (Jeff Kafka, April 22, 2010) 

I278-1 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 
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Comment Letter I279 (Lois Hallen, April 10, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I279 (Lois Hallen, April 10, 2010) 

I279-1 
The Authority disagrees with your statement. See Standard 
Response 10 regarding vertical profile alternatives. 

I279-2 
Comment acknowledged. The existing railroad right-of-way through 
Burlingame is a minimum of 100 feet wide with many portions much 
wider. The 2008 Final Program EIR found this width to be more than 
sufficient for expansion to accommodate Caltrain and HST. 

I279-3 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I279-4 
See Response to Comment I218-1. 
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Comment Letter I280 (Susan Catner-Paine, April 26, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I280 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I280 (Susan Castner-Paine, April 26, 2010) 

I280-1 
See Standard Response 10. 

I280-2 
The comment expresses concerns about potential impacts to 
Burlingame from an elevated alignment.   Comment acknowledged.  
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 21 
network alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse 
environmental impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The 
EIR identified mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to 
the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that 
regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse environmental 
impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location of these 
impacts may differ between alternatives.  Additional site-specific 
analysis of impacts will be conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs. 

I280-3 
Discussion of specific construction methods and impacts at the level 
raised in your comment are beyond the scope of a Program-level 
EIR. For further information, see Standard Response 10 regarding 
vertical profile alternatives. 

I280-4 
See Standard Response 3.    
  
More detailed information and analysis of noise  impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.   

I280-5 
This comment expresses concerns about the impact of an elevated 
alignment, specifically related to noise and visual blight, and the 
effects on the quality of life.  See the Response to Comment I280-2.  
In addition, see Standard Response 6 regarding the requirements of 
CEQA and quality of life impacts.  
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Comment Letter I281 (Jan Cooke, April 12, 2010) 

 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-832

 
 

Response to Letter I281 (Jan Cooke, April 12, 2010) 

I281-1 
See Standard Response 10 regarding vertical profile alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I282 (Andrea F. Gailunas and James B. Aggen, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I282 (Andrea F. Gailunas and James B. Aggen, April 25, 2010) 

I282-1 
The comment expresses concern about impacts to property values 
and the potential for property acquisitions through eminent domain.  
See Standard Response 6 regarding project impacts on residential 
property values.  The Authority has sought to utilize existing 
transportation corridors to the greatest extent feasible to minimize 
environmental impacts and to minimize the need for private property 
acquisition.  In some instances, however, it will be necessary to 
acquire private property to construct the HST system.  Eminent 
domain is the inherent power of the government to acquire private 
property for public use. The owners of such private property shall 
not be deprived of their property without just compensation as 
provided in the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United 
States Constitution and Article I of the California Constitution.  Any 
property acquisition and relocation will be required to comply with 
the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 as amended and Title VI and Title 
VIII of the Civil Rights Acts of 1964 and 1968, respectively.  Also see 
Standard Response 7 regarding eminent domain.  

I282-2 
See Standard Response 10 regarding vertical profile alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I283 (Michael and Karlene Harvey, April 8, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I283 (Michael and Karlene Harvey, April 8, 2010) 

I283-1 
The comment expresses concerns about impacts to Peninsula cities, 
including to businesses, homes, natural habitats, parks, 
communities, and property values.  Comment acknowledged.  The 
2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would result 
in significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 21 network 
alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse environmental 
impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The EIR identified 
mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to the greatest 
extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that regardless of 
alternative selected, significant adverse environmental impacts are 
anticipated, though the scale and location of these impacts may 
differ between alternatives.  Additional site-specific analysis of 
impacts will be conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs.   
 
See Standard Response 6 regarding project impacts on residential 
property values.   

I283-2 
Comment acknowledged.  See Standard Response 4. 

I283-3 
While the majority of the BART's infrastructure is nearing 40 years 
old, it is well maintained, well utilized and forms the backbone of the 
Bay Area's transit network. 
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Comment Letter I284 (Sara Dawkins, April 9, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I284 (Sara Dawkins, April 9, 2010) 

I284-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision. Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

The Authority disagrees that impacts and mitigation measures were 
not properly investigated.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of a first-tier, programmatic environmental review 
process examining the impacts of 21 network alternatives at a broad 
level of detail. See also Standard Response 3. 

I284-2 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives. 

I284-3 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA. 
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Comment Letter I285 (Lynn Hawthorne, March 16, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I285 (Lynn Hawthorne, March 16, 2010) 

I285-1 
Comment acknowledged.  See also Standard Response 6. 
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Comment Letter I286 (Aline Bier, April 19, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I286 (Aline Bier, April 19, 2010) 

I286-1 
See Standard Response 10 regarding vertical profile alternatives. 

I286-2 
See Standard Response 6 regarding the requirements of CEQA and 
quality of life impacts.  

I286-3 
Commenter states no desire to go to Los Angeles in two hours.  
Comment noted. 

I286-4 
Comment expresses concern about quality of life issues.  See 
Response to Comment I286-2. 
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Comment Letter I287 (Michael Berger, April 16, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I287 (Michael Berger, April 16, 2010) 

I287-1 
Comment noted.  The precise alignment and profile options for the 
HST system in the Caltrain Corridor will be further evaluated and 
refined as part of the preliminary engineering and project-level 
environmental review and will include aerial, trench and/or tunnel 
concepts.  Available right-of-way, impacts on adjacent communities, 
safety, and costs will be among the key factors considered as part of 
this review. 
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Comment Letter I288 (Michael Barber, April 23, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I288 (Michael Barber, April 23, 2010) 

I288-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 10 
regarding alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I289 (Jane Beyer, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I289 (Jane Beyer, April 26, 2010) 

I289-1 
See Response to Comment 1017-4. 

I289-2 
See Standard Response 3.   More detailed information and analysis 
of noise impacts and mitigation will be included in project-level 
EIR/EISs.  This analysis will include  cumulative impacts from 
existing and proposed noise sources. 

I289-3 
Comment acknowledged expressing regret in voting for Proposition 
1A and wanting the HST terminated, presumably in San Jose, with 
Caltrain providing the connection to San Francisco and other portions 
of the Peninsula.  The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final 

Program EIRs did evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San 
Jose and not travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These 
alternatives included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with 
Oakland and San Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose 
Terminus; Altamont Pass with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco 
via  Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; 
Pacheco Pass with San Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, 
Oakland, and San Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont Pass (local service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; 
and Pacheco Pass with Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose 
Terminus. 
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Comment Letter I290 (Adine Varah, April 25, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I290 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I290 (Adine Varah, April 25, 2010) 

I290-1 
See Response to Comment I290-12. 

I290-2 
The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade between San Francisco and San 
Jose.  Although the Authority has rescinded its July 2008 program 
decision, the commitment to examine profile alternatives has been 
carried forward into the project level alternatives screening. 

I290-3 
Comment acknowledged. 

I290-4 
See Response to Comment I002-2 regarding noise and vibration.    

I290-5 
The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to 
avoid dividing neighborhoods and causing impacts.  The Authority 
Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to 
avoid and minimize potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, 
aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has rescinded it's July 
2008 program decision, the commitment to examine profile 
alternatives has been carried forward into the project level 
alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and trench 
options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening for 
project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website.  See also Standard Response 3.  

I290-6 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 

would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted in a finding of 
no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  In addition, 
construction of grade separations where none previously existing 
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.  The 
Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade between San Francisco and San 
Jose.  Although the Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program 
decision, the commitment to examine profile alternatives has been 
carried forward into the project level alternatives screening.   

I290-7 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 
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See Standard Response 3.  More detailed information and analysis of 
visual, noise, vibration, air quality, hazards, and safety impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs. 

I290-8 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 

noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I290-9 
Comment acknowledged. The existing railroad right of way through 
Burlingame is a minimum of 100 feet wide with many portions much 
wider. The Program EIR found this width to be more than sufficient 
for expansion to accommodate Caltrain and HST. 

I290-10 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I290-11 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
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presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I290-12 
The visual assessment in Chapter 3.9 of the 2008 Final Program EIR 
considered that the distance measured between the tree canopy 
lining the right-of-way in Burlingame would be between 75 and 85 
feet. This distance was compared to the width of the Caltrain right-
of-way south of SR 84, Woodside Road, in Redwood City, where 
there are already four tracks for Caltrain. The total width of the 
right-of-way in that section would be about 77 feet, as measured 
from an aerial photo. This lead to the determination that four tracks 
could be accommodated without removal of the existing trees. 

Moving the trains underground could open up more public views of 
visual blight which already exist in the area, such as abandoned 
commercial buildings, the unkempt side of commercial buildings, 
crowded parking lots, and the blank walls of residential 
development. 

I290-13 
See Standard Response 5.  Site specific noise/vibration, construction, 
and train operational impacts on sensitive receptors such as schools, 
will be part of subsequent project-level environmental documents.  
The Authority will consider the comment as part of the project-level 
EIR/EIS processes. 

I290-14 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I290-15 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route and vertical profile 
alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I291 (Michael Valadao, April 25, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I291 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I291 (Michael Valadao, April 25, 2010) 

I291-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. See 
also Standard Responses 3, 5 and 6. 

I291-2 
The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to 
avoid dividing neighborhoods and causing impacts.  The Authority 
Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to 
avoid and minimize potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, 
aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has rescinded it's July 
2008 program decision, the commitment to examine profile 
alternatives has been carried forward into the project level 
alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and trench 
options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening for 
project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website.  See also Standard Response 3. 

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted in a finding of 
no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  In addition, 
construction of grade separations where none previously existing 
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.   

I291-3 
See Response to Comment I028-9.   

I291-4 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 

existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I291-5 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I291-6 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I292 (Molly Larratt, April 25, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I292 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I292 (Molly Larratt, April 25, 2010) 

I292-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5. 

I292-2 
The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to 
avoid dividing neighborhoods and causing impacts.  The Authority 
Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to 
avoid and minimize potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, 
aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has rescinded it's July 
2008 program decision, the commitment to examine profile 
alternatives has been carried forward into the project level 
alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and trench 
options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening for 
project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website.  See also Standard Response 3.  

I292-3 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted in a finding of 
no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  In addition, 
construction of grade separations where none previously existing 
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.  The 
Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade between San Francisco and San 
Jose.  Although the Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program 
decision, the commitment to examine profile alternatives has been 
carried forward into the project level alternatives screening.   

I292-4 
See Response to Comment I028-9.   

I292-5 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 
 
Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
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construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I292-6 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I292-7 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I292-8 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Like the original Bay Area to 
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a 
programmatic level of detail.  Site specific noise, air quality, and 
accessibility impacts during construction and operation of the HST to 
sensitive receptors such as schools, will be part of subsequent 
project-level environmental documents.  The Authority will consider 
the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes. 

I292-9 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I292-10 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 
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Response to Letter I293 (Paul and Peggy Guaraldi, April 25, 2010) 

I293-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. See 
also Standard Responses 5 and 6. 

I293-2 
The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to 
avoid dividing neighborhoods and causing impacts.  The Authority 
Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to 
avoid and minimize potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, 
aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has rescinded it's July 
2008 program decision, the commitment to examine profile 
alternatives has been carried forward into the project level 
alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and trench 
options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening for 
project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website.  See also Standard Response 3. 

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted in a finding of 
no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  In addition, 
construction of grade separations where none previously existing 
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.   

I293-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I293-4 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 
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Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I293-5 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction.  
Burlingame has developed around the Caltrain and former Southern 

Pacific railway line.  It is a prominent feature of the built 
environment of Burlingame since the city's inception.  The 
eucalyptus that line much of the railway create a visual line through 
the city.  In other places, the railway travels at the backside of the 
city's auto dealerships, which also form an existing visual barrier.  
Views down streets that currently cross the railway will be affected 
by the HST project.  The final design, to be undertaken at the 
project level, will determine the means by which streets will be grade 
separated from the HST and any visual impacts associated with it.  
To determine the visual impact in the Program EIR, the assumption 
was made that the grade sepaaration needed at the existing 
Burlingame Caltrain station would be a split grade separation, with 
the railway elevated partially and the roadway depressed partially.  
The station remains the prominent structure in the view from 
downtown. 

I293-6 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I293-7 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives. 
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Response to Letter I294 (Peter Garrison, April 25, 2010) 

I294-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I294-2 
The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to 
avoid dividing neighborhoods and causing impacts.  The Authority 
Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to 
avoid and minimize potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, 
aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has rescinded it's July 
2008 program decision, the commitment to examine profile 
alternatives has been carried forward into the project level 
alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and trench 
options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening for 
project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website.  See also Standard Response 3. 

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted in a finding of 
no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  In addition, 
construction of grade separations where none previously existing 
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.   

I294-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

See Standard Response 3.  More detailed information and analysis of 
noise and vibration impacts and mitigation will be included in 
project-level EIR/EISs. 

I294-4 
Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I294-5 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR.  

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
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detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

 See Standard Response 6 in regards to property values. 

I294-6 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Like the original Bay Area to 
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a 
programmatic level of detail.  Site specific noise analysis, including a 
detailed evaluation of impacts to sensitive receptors such as schools, 
will be part of subsequent project-level EIR/EISs.  The Authority will 
consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes. 

I294-7 
See Response to Comment I249-10 regarding ADA. 

I294-8 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I294-9 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 
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Response to Letter I295 (James Pennuto and Claudia Steenberg, April 25, 2010) 

I295-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I295-2 
The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to 
avoid dividing neighborhoods and causing impacts.  The Authority 
Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to 
avoid and minimize potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, 
aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has rescinded it's July 
2008 program decision, the commitment to examine profile 
alternatives has been carried forward into the project level 
alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and trench 
options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening for 
project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website.  See also Standard Response 3. 

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted in a finding of 
no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  In addition, 
construction of grade separations where none previously existing 
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.   

I295-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I295-4 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-873

 
 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I295-5 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I295-6 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I295-7 
Site specific noise/vibration, construction, and train operational 
impacts on sensitive receptors such as schools, will be part of 
subsequent project-level environmental documents.  The Authority 
will consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS 
processes.  See also Standard Response 5. 

I295-8 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Like the original Bay Area to 
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a 
programmatic level of detail.  Site specific noise analysis, including a 
detailed evaluation of impacts to sensitive receptors such as schools, 
will be part of subsequent project-level EIR/EISs.  The Authority will 
consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes.  
The Authority will consider the comment as part of the project-level 
EIR/EIS processes. 

I295-9 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 
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I295-10 
The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to 
avoid problems.  The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.  See also Standard Response 3. 
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Response to Letter I296 (Leslie Reisfeld, April 24, 2010) 

I296-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5. 

I296-2 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted in a finding of 
no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  In addition, 
construction of grade separations where none previously existing 
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.  The 
Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade between San Francisco and San 
Jose.  Although the Authority has rescinded its July 2008 program 
decision, the commitment to examine profile alternatives has been 
carried forward into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater 
detail about tunnel and trench options being considered in 
preliminary alternatives screening for project-level environmental 
documents can be found on the Authority's website.  See also 
Standard Response 3. 

I296-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 

May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I296-4 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 
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Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I296-5 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  

Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I296-6 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I296-7 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I296-8 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I296-9 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route and vertical profile 
alternatives.
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Comment Letter I297 (Margaret Warren Farney, April 22, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I297 (Margaret Warren Farney, April 22, 2010) 

I297-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5. 

I297-2 
The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to 
avoid dividing neighborhoods and causing impacts.  The Authority 
Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to 
avoid and minimize potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, 
aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has rescinded it's July 
2008 program decision, the commitment to examine profile 
alternatives has been carried forward into the project level 
alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and trench 
options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening for 
project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website.  See also Standard Response 3. 

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted in a finding of 
no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  In addition, 
construction of grade separations where none previously existing 
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.   

I297-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I297-4 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 
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Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I297-5 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I297-6 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I297-7 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I297-8 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I298 (Tim Kingsbury, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I298 (Tim Kingsbury, April 25, 2010) 

I298-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5. 

I298-2 
The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to 
avoid dividing neighborhoods and causing impacts.  The Authority 
Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to 
avoid and minimize potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, 
aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has rescinded it's July 
2008 program decision, the commitment to examine profile 
alternatives has been carried forward into the project level 
alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and trench 
options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening for 
project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website.  See also Standard Response 3. 

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted in a finding of 
no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  In addition, 
construction of grade separations where none previously existing 
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.   

I298-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I298-4 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 
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Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I298-5 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I298-6 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Like the original Bay Area to 
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a 
programmatic level of detail.  Site specific noise analysis, including a 
detailed evaluation of impacts to sensitive receptors such as schools, 
will be part of subsequent project-level EIR/EISs.  The Authority will 
consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes.  
The Authority will consider the comment as part of the project-level 
EIR/EIS processes. 

I298-7 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I298-8 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I298-9 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I299 (Kristin Salzman, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I299 (Kristin Salzman, April 26, 2010) 

I299-1 
The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded its July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and 
trench options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening 
for project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website.  See also Standard Response 3. 

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted in a finding of 
no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  Construction 
of grade separations as part of the HST project, where none 
previously existed, would improve circulation and pedestrian access 
between neighborhood areas.   

Impacts at specific locations will be further examined in detail at the 
project level because they are a product of the HST system design, 
and the detail necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the 
level of significance, and specific mitigation measures can only be 
done at the project level. 

I299-2 
Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 

the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts.A detailed impacts analysis of the 
addition of the HST service to the Caltrain corridor will be 
undertaken as part of project level engineering and environmental 
analyses.  Operational and construction impacts including those 
related to the addition of HST trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain 
service, HST catenary system, and visual quality impacts will be 
addressed as part of project-level EIR/EIS. 

I299-3 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 
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Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I299-4 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I299-5 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I299-6 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I299-7 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I299-8 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 
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Response to Letter I300 (Linda Hall, April 25, 2010) 

I300-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I300-2 
See Response to Comment I296-2 regarding community cohesion 
and neighborhoods.  See Response to Comment I296-2 regarding 
community cohesion and neighborhoods.   

I300-3 
Comment acknowledged.  The Authority has received a number of 
comments expressing concern over the impacts of the HST being 
placed an elevated structure.  The Authority will be evaluating 
multiple profile alternatives at the project level including at-grade 
and below grade alternatives (trench and tunnel) in addition to an 
aerial profile.  It is assumed in the Program EIR that HST and 
Caltrain will remain within the existing right-of-way at most 
locations, meaning that trees ouside the right-of-way would not be 
removed, although some trimming would be required for vegetation 
intruding on the right-of-way. 

I300-4 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

I300-5 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I300-6 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I300-7 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I300-8 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives. 

 

  
 

 

 




